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SECTION 1
Introduction

2 f4 was resurrected from the archives by Bent Larsen in 1964, He used it with
tremendous success and since then it has found a growing number of converts, These
already include Grandmasters Antoshin, Miles and Westerinen and International
Masters Day, Hebden, Hodgson, Kosten and Plaskett.

2 {4 can lead to a fierce attack on Black’s king or it can be combined with purely
positional ideas. It does not concede Black a ceqtra‘l pawn majority which happens in
variations based on 2 {3 and 3 d4; Black gets fewer counterchances.

2 f4 has never been very popular and relatively little is known about it as yet, [t is not
necessary for White to learn reams of analysis before he can play it and it offers scope
for the creative mind. A purely practical advantage is that it makes booked up Dragon
or Najdorf players think for themselves, '

White usually seems to be able to get the better of it if Black adopts the time-
honoured panacea of ‘simple development'. Black really has to know what he is doing,
and even then it is not clear he can equalize. It isas much for Black as for White that this
booklet is intended. ‘ ‘

This survey includes 70 key games played with 2 f4“with several more incorporated in
the notes. As far as possible | have tried to use recent material though with a few
variations it has been necessary to go back a few years. The reader may find it useful to
note games plaved with 2 f4 or 2 &¢3and 3 f4 in forthcoming volumes of Informator or
the Pergamon Tournament Chess series. This will enable him to keep up-to-date with
new developments.
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SECTION 2
2 f4 and 2 & c3:
“is there a difference?

This book deals with the variations
arising from 2 f4, but most of them can
also be reached via 2 $¢3 and 3 f4. So
what is the dxffcrcnce?

Amongst the advamages of 2 &3 are
that it avoids both 2 ... d5and 2... D{6(3
e5D). In addition it maintains the
possibility of an Open Sicilian if White
were to follow up with 3 £ge2 and 3 d4.
Najdorf, Scheveningen and Paulsen
addicts are likelyto play 2 ... d6 or 2 ... ¢6
unless they are fairly sure White will not
switch systems.

Thedisagvantage is that it rules out the
lines where White delays &) c3 such as the
‘Big Clamp'It also makes 2 ... ficé
followed by 3 ... g6 a better plan for Black
as I will explain.

After 2 £4 &ic6 3 D3 g6 4 RbS Rg?
White can play 5 2.xc6!. But after 2 &)¢3
ch 34 g6 4 I3 2975 K bS Black has 5

Q}dﬁif

After2 f4 Black usually tries to get into
this 5 ... &yd4! line by playing 2 ... g6 3
D3 fg7 4 @cd Heb. But White has
another dangerous possibility : 2 ... g6 3
dd4!

Finally it should be noted tirat if White
intends to adopt the aggressive lines
based on £ .cd rather than the positional
£b5 or the “‘Big Clamp’ then 2 %3c3 loses
these disadvantages. In that case it is

likely that White will choose it as his
second move.
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2 ... d5 is a popular reaction to White's

system, posing an immediate challenge to
the duo of pawns on ¢4 and f4. White's
obvious reply is 3 ed and after 3 ... Wxd5
to hit the Queen with 4 §c3, White's lead
in development gives him the initiative,

The traditional retreat is 4 ... Wd8
(games 1-3). If Black then fianchettoes his
king's bishop he tends 1o get much the
worst of it (games [ and 2) but the plan
used in game 3 seems quite respectable.

The US grandmaster Yasser Seirawan
has suggested that the move 4 ... Wd6
(game 4) is a clear improvement and in
fact gives Black the advantage. But the
Queen finds herself exposed on that
square and practice has favoured White,

&

N

Game |
1 Hebden Kudrin ¥
Hastings, 1983-84
Led c521f4d53ed Wxd5 4 Hic3 Wds 5
3 g6 6 DeS[6 dd!? Rg7 7 Ke3 od 8
Lxd4 &6 9 &xf6 Lx{6 10 Wxd8+ +
Westerinen-Plaskett, Brighton {983]



£g77 &bS+ D78 dd cd 9 Wxdd 6 10
£¢3 0-0 11 0-0-0 a5 12 h3 fHixeS 13 fe
Ge8 14 L5 a6 15 Rcd fxe5 16 Wed
Dd6 17 BdS Wha 18 £b3 £xc3 19 be
Wadt+ 20 &bl Leb

”/M
e m Bn

¥ Hhdl Bac822 Exd6 fxb3 23 ab 624 -

Sh6 ed 25 Web+ Hh8 26 el 1:0
Game 2
[ Evans Adorjan M
Amsterdam 1971
ledc524d5 3ed Wxd54 &Hc3 Wd8 S
&3 86 6 med [6 HeS! g6 7 LbsS+
DHbd7 8 Lcde6 9 Wed Hxe5 10(e DdT 1]
dd &e7 12 &4 0-0 130400 &Hxe5 14 ha!
with . attack (W. Watson-Fedorowicz,
London 1982); 7 &cd!] g6?1 [6 ... ¢6!] 7
De51e68d3 Lg7(8 ... Obd7 9 Wel We7
10 ad g7 11 0-00-0 12 a5 HDed 13 £d2
+= Hebden-Kindermann, Biel 1983} 9
S.e3 DT 10 Dxd7 Hxd7 11 W3 0-012
0-0 Eb8 13 ad b6 14 Hadl £b7 15 We2
Wht 16 dd cd 17 Lxd4 &1f6 18 HHb5 Hhds
19 ¢3 £1p4 20 h3 £ xd4+ 21 &ixdd G316 22
Fh2 Sed 23 We3 Wi 24 H1b5 HExdl 25
Gxdl e5 26 Te WxeS+ 27 &gl a6 28 Hdd
HeB 29 O3 We7 30 Ra2 WeS 31 Hdd
G3d6 32 W4 D5 33 pd £x3 34 Wxi3
Rel+ 35 &2 Zal 36 a7+ &xf737gf
Hxad 38 g+ dxp6 39 Wedt+ Hf6 40
Wid+ Lp6 41 Wed+ &6 42 Wid+ &6
43 Wdo+ Wxdé 44 Hxd6e+ &5 45 Exbe
Hal 46 He3h5 47 hd vhd 48 Shé a5 49 h5

a4 50 &d2 a3 51 Ha6 a2 52 ¢4 Hxh3 53
&2 hd 54 Sb2 Bhi 55 dxal ded 1:0

Game 3
{0 Barle Browne H
Lone Pine 1979
bedeS2f4dS3ed Wxd5 4 &vc3 WdR S
D3 BI6 (S ... HHeeM 6 2b5 £d7 700
D6 8 GreS Hc8 9 We2 6 10 & xch £ xcb
1 {54 Westerinen-Tseshkovsky, Sochi
1981] 6 De5 [6 &bi+ Ld7 7 We2 g6 &
De5 fg? 9 Wed 0-00 10 WxeS Hf5!
unclear Westerinen-Polugaevsky, Sochi
1981 e6 |6 ... ©bd7? 7 Rcd e6 8 We2
Dxe5? 9 fe HHAT7 100-D Le7 11 d30-0 12
Hf3 £ Hebden-Kiss, Hungary 1981-82) 7

"WI3 {7 ab5+ Did7 unclear] 207 8 b3

@Id7! (8 ... 0-0 9 &b2 Hbd7?! 10 0-0-0
We7 1l Hel a6 12 g4 b5 13 2p2 166 14
g5+ l{cn,xlihgs~Polugaevsky‘ Kislovedsk
197219 &b5 0-0 10 Hxd7 Hxd7 11 &b2
a6 12 R.d3 Tb8 13 Wh3 (5! 14 pd &hd+ 15

el b5! 16 gf c4! 17 Led &ic5 18 Hapl

ﬁ.fﬁ; 19 dd cd+ 20 cd ef 21 RdS+ SLe6 22
Kxed+ Gixe6 23 A1 Hc8 24 dd Hixdd+

25 12 ba 021

Game 4

O Fredericks

New York 1961
Ped c5214d5 3 ed Wxd5 4 &3 Wd6 S
D3 D16 6 Led [In Hodgson-Horvath,
England 1984 White opened the centre
with 6 d4. But after 6 ... a6 7 $ed cd 8
Wxdd Wxd4 9 & xdd Gc6 10 xi6ef 110-
0-0 %e6 12 2.d3 0-0-0 he failed to achieve
anything tangible] &1c6 7 0-0 g6 8 d3 $125
9 G3b5 Who 10 Hel Dxcd 11 de 26 12
Dg5 Bd8 13 Hixes! Uxdl 14 SHibeT+ & d7
15 Exdl+ &b 16 a8 Was 17 H1d8
mate 1:0

Altman W
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SECTION 4

2 ...d5 3 ed ©f6
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The most exciting recent development
for Black is the gambit initiated by 3 ..
&6, Introduced by Tal in game 5 it
immediately made life difficult for White.
And when 8 ... Wxe6! was discovered in
game 6 and that 4...4bd7 was also
interesting (game &), addicts of 2 {4
suddenly started to worry.

In game 7 Hebden won with 7 {5 but
this certainly wasn’t thanks' to his
opening. White was in desperate need of
a new idea.

The first attempt to improve was with 4
c4 but game 9 showed that Black still had
excellent compensation for his pawn. The
second attempt was to opt out with 3
&Hed(1y which is looked at in the next
section.

Game §

[ Hartston

Tallin 1979
ledc52f4dS3ed &6 4 £b5+2d75
Kxd7+ ¥Wxd7 6 ¢4 e6 TWe2 £d68defe?
d3 0-0 10 D3 Hgd 11 el Sics 12 0-0
Lx14 13 Wed Wdd+! 14 Wxdd ced 15 & xid
dc 16 %.d6 Hfd8 17 c5 ¢b 18 Habl be 19
Hxb2 be 20 £xcS Exd3 21 h3 631622 Hel
Had8 23 Hh2 e5 24 £02 ed 25 Hxcb ef 26
&xal Hd2 27 Hee2 Hxe2 iil4

Tal B

Game 6
O Davies Petursson M
) Hamar 1983

1 edc52f4d53ed D64 L5+ Qd75

CRxd7+ Wxd7 6 cd e 7 We2 £d6 8 de

Wxe6! 9 Wxe6+ fe 10 Hed Deb 11 Hbel
0-0-0 12 0-0 &\b4 13 b3 Ehe8 [Also good
is the immediate 13 ... ¢5 as in Poloch-
Tischbierek, Leipzig 1984. Play
continued 14 Eb! Hhe8 1515e4 16 Kal
&c2 17 b2 &es 18 Ebdl £d4+ witha

" winning position for Black.] 14 £b2 &d3

15 &al3 e5 16 (5?7 [16 fe+]

 EeEEE 5
/‘; ‘ / #{////ér u/g/‘é/‘
% ﬁ m,%

%

%

/gég;////g/
4 BE |

4 17h3 h5 18 Hadl £e519 232620 g2
@eT 21 @l hd 22 id5+ Hixd5 23 Gixd3
ed 24 od fxg3? [24 ... BExd5! wins] 25
S xc5 Be24 26 I3 BExd527 sed Bxis+
28 Ped Hxf1 29 Hxfl Th2 30 BT+ we6
31 Hxg7 Hxh3 32 He6+ &d7 33 BT+
Gc6 34 Hpo+ &d7 35 Hg?+ de6 Ytk



Game 7

[J Hebden

Nottingham 1983
Led c52f4d53ed &i64 455+ £d75
Lxd7+ Wxd7 6 cd 67 We? 2.d6815170-
0 [§ ... @abl? 9 de fe 10 fe We7 11 O3
Hbd 12 Hal3 0-0-0 13 0-0 HHd3 with
compensation for the material] 9 fe fe 10
de WeB! [10 ... Wc7M 11 D13 Higd 127!
E 1. D6 12 eI Nd4 13 Hxdded 14
Db5 K3+ 15 &dH] 11 O3 Whs 12
Ded [12 0-07 fxh2+!) &ic6 13 d3 Hae§
14 Rd2 Qg3+ 15 &dl 246?15 ... Dgd!
16 red Lc7 with theideaof 17... Hxebis
very strong] 16 Rel £ d8 17 &gs &Hpd 18
Heed Kxh2 19 Hhl Dxe6 20 Zxh2 Wxh2
21 Wxpd Wpl+ 22 Rel HHd4 23 &Hd2 Wil

Davies #

24 &e3 b5 25 cb cd? [25 ... Hxb5S+

unclear] 26 de Hd8 27 &e6 Hixeb 28
Wxe6+ Hh8 29 b3 Efe8 30 Weo He8 31
Wds Hcd8 32 4dé T8 33 £c3 1:0

Game 8
0 W. Watsen Razuvaev B
London 1983
ledce5214d53 ed D64 b5+ Hbd75
cd 26 6 Lad4?! [The superior 6 L xd7-+ was
played in Westerinen-Burger, Brighton
1983. But even then Black got
excellent position after 6 ... &xd7 7 d4
Kpd B f3cd90-0e6 10de Kxe61] Hel
Re7 12 B3 0-0 13 h3 K57 b5 7 cb aYbo
[Also good is 7 ... &xdS5] 8 bat &xad 9
Wxad+ 2d7 10 Wed e6 11 &ed 2d6? [In
his notes to the game Razuvaev gave L1 ...
ed as being stronger. Mis analysis
continued 12 HHxd5 4ixd5 13 WxdS Hxab
14 @13 Ze6t 15 &2 Be2+! 16 Sl (and
not 16 &gl3 Hxg2+!) &£bS 17 Wxd§+
&xd8 18 d3 K xd3 19 &gl c4 with a clear
advantage to Black]12 de xe6 13 Wh5+

an

Dd7 14 Dge2 Whd+ 15 g3 We7 16 0-0
£h3 17 Ef3 0-0 18 He3 Wd8 19 b3? [19
Hd3 += Razuvaev] D6 20 b2 & c8! F
21 Sed Dxed 22 Hxed & xa623 We6 Bal
2415 £b725 Hgd 16 26 Wb5 £26 27 Wee
£xe2 28 Wd5+ Haf7729 Ead 4b530 Hed
Wa8 31 Wxa8 Hxa8 32 ad £d3 33 He6
L8 3404 Bb735 &c3 Exb3 36a5 L.cd 37
Hc6 £d5 38 He7 b7 39 Exb7 &xb7 40
bl &3 41 h3 h5 0:1

Game 9
O Hodgson Gudmundsson W
‘ Oakham (England) 1984
fedc5214d53ed Tif6dcdeb65de L xe66
23 Heb 7 He3 [Naturally, White is not
keen to repeat the 7 dd4?! of Hodgson-
Salov, Leningrad 1983, That game
continued 7 ... &ixd4 & Hxdd Wxdd 9
Wxdd cd 10 £d3 &HHd7 11 {5 He5 12 fe
Gyxd3+ 13 &e2 Gres 14 ef+ &xI7 15 b3
He8+ when Black's powerful passed
pawr.iwgayé him a clear advantage.] 2e78

d30-0'9 ke WeT 10 Gip52[100-0] K15

11 Sged Had8 12 Oxfe+ fxfé 13 Hids
Wd6 14 0-0 b4 15 &Hxbd cb 16 a3 Hies

Wy S
7 '///é .ﬁ ///f

77 7
i, W s 7
Iy

17 ab We7 18 &3 2xd3 19 g3 @2xcd 20
We2 @xfl 21 oxfl Wel+ 22 Hpl BeB23
Wad Helt+ 24 fxe? ¥Wxeld 25 Hh3
W+ 26 g4 h3+ 27 &5 Wd3 mate 0:1



SECTION 5
2..d53 He3

3 &c3 Black has
possibilities. He can transpose into game

After four
15 with 3 ... &f6, he can transpose into
games 23-30 with 3 ... 6, he can play 3 ...
de or advance with 3 ... d4. It is these last
two moves which are examined in this
section.

After 3 ... de 4 &xed Black usually
meets the attack on c5 with4 ... ¢6. White
then seems to get the better of it whether
he adopts Hebden's exotic double-
fianchetto treatment (game 10) or
Plaskett’s more direct approach (game
1)

Black’s play (game 12) was a bit more
like it. He chose 4 ... Wc7 in preference to
the passive 4 ... eb.

3 ... d4 will tend to favour White if he
gets a King’s Indian with colours
reversed and his pawn ailready on {4
(game 13). The most interesting question
is whether Black can put a spanner in the
works early on, for example with 4 ... e5.
Future encounters will doubtless provide
the answer.

Game 10

O Hebden King W
Brighton (British Ch) 1984
ledc5214d53 De3ded Hixed e6 5 D3
D6 6 D2 @e6 7 b3 Ld6 &8 Hd3 Hd5
[About a month later 8 ... Wc7 was
played by Leontxo-Garcia against
Hebden in the Lewisham International.
The game continued 9 g3 0-0 10 &£b2
&Hd7 11 £h3b6 1200 a6 13 ¢4 2b7 14
We2 Hfe8 15 &5 Hd4 16 Kxdd cd 17
K22 with an edge for White.] 9 g3 b6 10
£b20-0 11 g2 £b7 120-0 We7 13 Hg5
Dd4 14 cd DeT 15 @xb7 Wxb7 16 R xd4
od

»

/;’ ”"',/5:”1 % /¢ ‘/.

4.’/g///
"'/‘g WAl %

w m o
e

w

/a/@/ /
//// //,”?/?/
7w/ B

17 W13 Wxf3 18 Dxf3 &ie6 19 Hlel a520
a3 Efd8 21 &f1 Hab8 22 Hebl Ha8 23
Hfel 16 24 &Hc2 e5 25 fe fe 26 Bel B8+
27 g2 HaeB 28 HI2 £¢729d3b530¢ch
DeT 31 Hed 4d5 32 ad 5.d8 33 Hd6 Heb
34 HDed Hfe835 HI1 £16 36 ael Hed 37
Gyxas ed4 38 Gycd ed 39 Hxe6 Hxe6 40 Hibd
Hel+ 41 Hf2 9ed 42 Hxel de 43 Hd3
¢S 44 Qicbl Sxb3 45 B2 Has5 46 xel
&7 47 G114 HeT 48 $dI3 HdT49 HHd51:0

Guame 11
[ Plaskett ‘Howell B
Brighton (British Ch) 1984
ledc5214d53 Dl ded Hixed e6 5 DI
Le76 Kod D6 7 We2 Dc6 83 0-090-0
b6 10d3 Lb7 11 Hp3 &£d612 £d2 We7 13
Des DeT 14 D5ed Hixed 15 de Hgb 16



Hhs Hh8 17 Hael Had8 18 Sl Hd719
e5 we7 20 15 ef 21 Hxi5 £d5 22 L xdS
HxdS 23 Wed Wd7 24 Hefl &g8 25 Hixg?
Hxp7 26 WhS g8 27 £ h6 Web 28 £ xIB
Gyxf8 29 ¢4 Hdd 30 Exf7 Wes 31 W03
De6 32 Hxe7 Hf4 33 Hxe6 1:0

Game 12
[ Hebden Conquest &
London 1984
1 ed c5214d53 &cd de 4 HHxed WeT 5
613 DI6 6 DHxf6+ gf 7gIh58d3 Legd49
£e2 Heo 10 Ke3 0-0-0 11 0-0 e6 12 ¢3
De? 13 Ohd o4 14 2 xgd hxgd 15 Wxgd
Hxd3 16 2d4 Hg8 17 We2 &d5 18 Hig2

£0519 fxc5 Wxe5+ 20 W2 Wxi2+ 21

Exf2 &b6 22 el Ed523 Dc2 (524 Ddd4 -

$ad 25 Hf3 16 26 HHdd HHe5 27 Hel &d?
28 &pl a6 29 ad b6 30 h3 He7 31 h2
1732 &He2 Bgd8 33 HHd4 &3b3 34 H)xb3
cb 35 g2 Hd3 36 &2 Eh8 37 h4 Hel
38 Hel Hd5 39 Hgel Hd6 40 Hel b5 41
ab ab 42 H3e2 Ha8 43 Hpl Haat 44
hS &g7 45 &hd Hh7 46 Shd &gT747 Hel
Bad 48 T11 e5 49 Hh3 ed 50 g4 Hd3+ 51

&hd BI352 gxf5+ Sh6 53 Hg6+ HhT54
dl Exfd+ 55 &gl Bxf5 57 Td7+ &hs -

57 &pd Hf2 58 Hh6+ Hg8 59 Hhh7
ed+ 60 Lpl Hal Vil

Game 13
Tereshenko-Nutsu &
Rumania 1982
1edcd21ddS3 &Hiclddd Deel g6 [FThe
immediate 4 ... €5 is an interesting idea
which aims for control of e5. A sample
variation is 5 &f3 Hc6 6 d3 ef 7 Hixfd
£.d6 8 g3, with about even chances.] 5 d3
&g7 6 13 &He6 Tl es 8 fpl HgeT

L7 Jugashvili

see Joellowing diagram

ik,

9 fe 0-0 10 &14 h6 11 hd L gd 12 0-0 Wd7
13 BEf2 &h7 14 Wd2 Hae8 15 Hafl g8
16 &h2 HxeS 17 HixeS Lxed 18 L xed
Kxel 19 Hxe2 Exes520 & h3 We7 21 Wi4
He7 22 h5 Wxfd4 23 Hxid4 g524 Ef5b6 25
Hef2 &g726bd He727bebe 28 Hd5 Hie7
429 ‘HBd6 Eb8 30 ad Bb2 31 5 Hic6 32e6 16
33 15 He5 34 Hp2 HI8 35 Td8+ dp?
36 He2 Ebb7 37 &f2 He7 38 &g2 Hbe?
39 Hd5 &840 Hel He8 41 Bhl He7 42
Eb5 Hec§ 43 HaS g4 44 &2 L3 45
fxgd Dgs 46 Bab Bd8 47 Zd7+ Sdxd?
48 ed D7 49 L05 Hd8 50 &3 &ie6 51
‘&ed Ld8 52 Le6 Dbd 53 Hd6 Hixc2 54
£h3 15+ 55 &xf5 &e3 56 £h3 c4 57 de

B ElI P
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the main
&ch 3 I3

This section looks at
variations 2 ... &f6 and 2 ...
D6,

When Larsen first began experimenting
with 2 f4 he faced 2 ... §3{6 on a couple of
occasions. His reaction was the quiet 3d3
(game [4) which leads to positions related
to the Big Clamp.

The most natural reply is 3 &c3 when
Black usually plays 3 ... d5. An exotic

alternative (3 ... g6) was played by Murei
(game 16).

After 3 ... d5 4 5 Black has a choice
between 4 ... d4 (game 15), which gives

him a difficult endgame, and a discreet
retreat with 4 ... &fd7. The retreat
transposes into a French Defence after 5
&\f3 e6 6 d4 but White also has the option
of 6 g3, transposing into game 23.

After 2 ... &6 3 D3 §1f6 White again
has the choice between 4 d3 and 4 Dc3.
The endgame after 4 Hc3 d5 5 e5 dd
(game 17) again favours White but not so
clearly as in game 15. After 5 ... &d7
White again has a choice between a
French (6 d4) and game 23 (6 g3). Black
can also try an interesting Murei
concoction with 5 ... §ed (game 18).

Finally it should be noted that 3 ... f6
4 &§Hc3 eb is game 35.

Game 14
O Larsen Bednarsky W
Palma de Mallorca 1967
Tedc52f40Df63d3 De6d DI3A55eS
S8 6 kel fgd 70-0e68cd DgeT 9 Hel
de 10 de 415 11 h3! [A clear improvement
on Larsen-Tal, Amsterdam 1964 which
went 11 Wad Hdd 12 Hxd4 Wxdd+ 13
B2 &xe2 14 Hixe2 Wd3 15 {5 fel 16
44 Wed with a good game for Black.]
£xf312 &xf3 Wdd+ 13 Wxdd cd 14 Ded
£e715¢5 1616 Ddé+ Hd7 17 bd fe 18b5
&1xd6 19 be+ be 20 cd £ xd6 21 fe R xe522

Kegd c5 23 BT+ &d6 24 £e5 Bhe§ 25
K13 Hab8 26 Exa7 Eb6 27 Hcl &16 28
Rd2 Heb8 29 &ed h6 30 §as g5 31
& xb6 Hxb6 32 Ebl HExbl-+ 33 Lxbl cd
34 &f1d335 Hxg7e536 Hxgs hg 37 Hi2
ed 38 He3 Hd5 39 g3 &eS 40 ad 1:0

Game 15
0 Miles Plachetka B
Dubna 1976
ledc5214 D63 DcI3d54eSddSefdeé
fg cd+ 7 Wxd2 Wxd2+ 8 Lxd2 Kxg790-
0-0 £f5 [Black also found life difficult in
the game Bisguier-Hartston, Hastings
1975-76 which continued 9 ... Hc6 10
£b5 £d7 11 £eld b6 12 D3 He5 13
£xd7+ &Hxd7 14 Hhel h515 22 Rh6 16
gl &f6 17 &bl Hgd 18 Lgl] 10 De2
He6 11 Le3 Ee8?{11...b6]12 g3 Lgd
13 HdS

K %9//2
é‘%//
/‘h/

/"/E

4./

// // y
43;&/,,
.

£dd 14 fxdd od 15 £bS £d7 16 Ded
Ed8 17 &xc6 be [17 ... &xc6 18 BI6+!]
18 Exd4 L1519 Ead 5d720 &g3 Le621
Hdl Hc7 22 15 S.c8 23 Hgd e5 24 Hed
e7 25 [6+ He6 26 h3 1:0

Game 16
[0 Watson Murei B
Brighton 1982
ledc52f4 163 HclIgbdes Dh55d3d6
6 fe2 de7 Lxh5 gh 8 Wxh5 He8 9 O
g4 10 Wxh7 Hp7 11 Wed £ x13 12 Wxi3
&c6 13 fe Wdd 14 L e3 Dxe’5 15 Wh3 Whd



16 0-0-0 e6 17 Ged 0-0-0 18 a2 Wh5 19
225 Exg520 xg5 R.g7 21 d4 od 22 Hed
Dicd 23 Wh3 We6 24 Thel &l 25 Hxel
Sh6 26 2bl Lxed 27 HNd2 Wxg2 28 DHcd
$.04 29 h3 €5 30 Whd Wds 31 Hd3ed 32
Eb3 e3 33 Has 4.d6 34 Wel b6 35 We2
Wxas 36 Wed+ 15 0:1

Game 17
O Miles Gligoric B
‘ Tilburg 1977
ledcS2f4 &6 3 HI3HI64Hc3d556e5
dd4 6 ef de 7 fgcd+ 8 Wxd2 Lxg7 9 Wxd8-+
Hxd8 10 £b5+ &£d7 11 Rxd7T+ Hxd7 12
€3 15 13 &e3 Sc6 14 0-0-0 HDIT 15 Thel

Had8 16 HExd8 Exd§ 17 Rxc5 &xc5 18

Hxe7 HI8 19 Exb7 £16 20 Exa7 &b6 21

Bd7 &e6 22 Ed2 Hd6 23 Ee2 h5 24 hd
&ed 25 &Hgs &dS 26 Hc2 Hal27a3 Hd6
28 He6 Rxg5 29 HeS+ Pcb 30 hg hd 31
&d3 Had 32bd4 Exal 33 Eas Exa5 4 ba
Hed 35 Hdd L d6 36 a6 D5 37 a7 Heot+
38 Yed DT 39 g6 Leb 40 HeS 1:0

Game 18
0 Campora
Lugano 1983
ledc5214 D63 D3 HI64 Hc3d55¢e5
Ded 6 Dxed [6 KAbS Dxc3 7 dec K158
Dhd Led 9e6 fe 10 Wh5+ $d7 11 £4d3

Cramling B

Kxd3 12 cd WeB 13 Wed g6 isa wild and-

woolly encounter between Hebden and
Murei, when it isn't clear that White
has enough for his pawn.] de 7 g8
Lf58¢g4 69 2a2e610 DxedhS[10...
c4! - Cramling.] 11 g5 hd?! [11 ... &d4
followed by &f5 is better, according to
Cramling.] 12 ¢3 Wbh6 13 We2 0-0-0 1443
Wh5 15 2112 [15 &2 ) Wa5 16 £d2
wel 17 Wel Wad 18 &2 W2 19 Le2
¥Wxb2 20 0-0 ¥Wa3 21 &3 Wa6 22 fed
Suxed 23 Wixed o4 24 d4 g6 25 ad Ha5 26
Hal Bd5 27 Sgd HHb3 28 We2 Has 29
fe3 Hxad 30 Hxad Wxad 31 Oxcd Wa2

32 B b8 33 fel Wal 34 Ef1 Hc8 35
Dd6 L.xd6 36 ed Wad 37 dS He8 38 WesS
Wd7 39 & xhd Dd240 2 Hcd 41 Wdd ed
42 {5 Hel+ 0:1

SECTION 7
2..e6and3...d5
— but not main line

P ey 2

Preparing ... d5 with2...e6isone of the
most natural and popular systems at

* Black’s disposal. It could be argued that
if White’s best to 2 ...

d5is 3 &cd then
preparation isn't necessary! But in
mitigation 2 ... e6 is often a handy move
anyway and if White adopts the 2 §ic3
move order then preparation certainly is
useful.

Categorising the variations stemming
from 2 ... e6 was no easy matter but four
basic types can be identified. The main
line is arrived at after 3 &f3 d5 4 Hc3
&ic6 5 Kb5 and this is dealt with in
section 8. -

Section 9 is devoted to lines in which
Black delays ... d5 for the time being.
Section 10 deals with the various closed
formations which can arise after 2 ... e6.

This section features lines in which 3 ...
d5 is played but the main line is not



reached. Game 19 shows 4 exd$ in action
which despite its ugly appearance
contains a certain amount of venom.

The main alternative to 4 &c3 i1s 4
Kb5+. A more usual reply than the
experimental 4 ... d7 (game 20) is 4 ...
&d7. After 5 @&xd7+ the natural 5 ..
Wxd7 seems to lose a pawn for
inadequate compensation (game 2/). The

“prudent 5 ... &ixd7 gives a position in
which White will put his pawns on White
squares and claim he has the better
bishop. (game 22).

The vigilant reader may notice that
game 23 is in fact an Alekhine’s Defence.
But quite a few Sicilian 2 {4 lines can
transpose into it so the darn thing had to
go in somewhere.

It appears in this section by virtue of
the possible continuation 3 &{3d54 &3
6 5 e5 &fd7 6 g3 (6 d4 gives a French
Defence). It could have appeared with
equal justification in sections 3,4, 7, 8 or
10.

Game 19
1 Sikora Jansa W
Frenstat (CSSR Ch) 1982
1ed 5214 e63 D3 dS 4edA fairly
innocuous idea is the attempt to setup a
‘Big Clamp’ with 4 ¢5. Day-Clayton,
World Open 1979 continued 4 ... &c6 5
g3 Dge7 6 wg2 HI5TdIh58¢3 ReT 9
Hald «d7 10 &2 (6!7 with counterplay
for Black.] ed § &bS+ 2d7 6 Wel+
[Much more dangerous than the 6
2xd7+ of Kurajica-Pritchett, London
1976. Play continued 6 ... &xd7 7 0-0
Ld68dd He79 felcd 10 Hc30-0 11 gd
He# 12 £d2 £bd with an excellent game
for Black] ste7 70-0 &xb5 8 ¥xb5+ Wd7
9 &3 e 10 Hes HixeS 1 fedd 12 b3
Hhe? (12 0-0-0 13 &ed (51
Plachetka 13 £1d5 0-0 14 d3 g4 15 2 (4

10

Had8 16 ©yxe7+ Wxe7 17 Hael g5

B E EeT
,&l/ "17/1
% & 2@?6\/
o A B
ABAT // \ I
.

18 h3 gf 19 hg ¥We6 20 Exi4 Wxb3 21 ab
Hfe8 22 &h2 He6 23 &p3 Hde8 24 Ef5
Ha6 25 Hhl Ha2 26 Hp5+ &8 27 Exh?
Hxb2 28 Egp7 HxeS 29 Hxi7+ Hp8 30
Bfg7+ &831 Exb7 He8 32 Eh8 mate 1:0

Game 20

[J Westerinen

Thessalonika 1981
ledc5214e63 D f3d54 Rb5S+HAT[4...
Gt 5 ed ed 6 Des Kd7 T Lxeh is
somewhat better for White] 5§ Qxd7+
Lxd76d3 267 Des HeT 8 Wel p6Yed
Hc8 10 He3dd 11 GHidl kg7 120-00-013
Hixch Exco 14eS1515ef BExf6 16 gde517
&2 ef 18 Hed T8 19 QL xfd He620 ¥g2
b6 21 Wh3 He6 22 2p5 Exfl+ 23 Exfl
Wd7 24 W3 We6 25 216 2x16 26 Hxfe-+
&g 27 Q8+ Hh6 28 g5+ 1:0

Boussios W

Game 21
0 Watson Conquest B
London 1982 ‘
1edcS2f4eb3Mi3d54 Lbs5+ 2475
Sxd7+ Wxd76 e5 WeTTeded 8 W38
&3 6 9 W3 transposes after 9 ...
Wd6, but in the game Larsen—DBrinck-
Claussen, Danish Ch. 1964 Black chose
the inferior 9 ... ¥Wd8. After 10 We2 2¢7
11 #Wb5+ &Hbd7 12 Wxb7 Eb 13 Wxa’
he found himself with nothing for his
‘sacrificed” pawns) ¥¥d6 9 &ed &if6 10



We2 fe? 11 Wb5+ Obd7 12 Wxb70-013
Dxd7 Dxd7 14 YWxd5 Lha+ 15 g3 Wxi4
16 d3 Hae8+ 17 Hied Wpd 18 0-0 He519
Wed Wg6 20 214 Hh5 21 Hael Le7 22
De3 216 23 Hd5 Kdd+ 24 Wxdd od 25
Del+ &h8 26 Hixg6+ hg 27 £.d6 HeB 28
Exf7 1629 &e5 He8 30 Exf6 HexeS 31
Hxe5 HxeS532 Hf2 Hel4 33 M1 He2 34
Hf2 Hel+ 35 &g2 Hal 36 &3 HExa2 37
b3 a5 38 Led ad 39 ba HExad 40 Hf8+ 1:0

Game 22
O Hodgson Delaney B
Groningen (European Junior Ch) 1981-82
ledc52(€4e63HD3d54 b5+ &d75
£xd7+ ©ixd7 6 d3 L.d6 7 c4 DeT 8§ Hc3
d4 [Westerinen-Hansen, Esbjerg 1983
went 8 ...0-090-0 £c7 10 We2 BeB 115
de 12 g5 &8 13 fe {6 14 Hgxed b6 15
£d2 Le5 16 Hf3 Hc6 17 Eh3 Hxe6 18
Wh5 WeB 19 Wxe8 Hexe8 with the better
endgame for Black. But White's attack
looked very dangerous and
improvements (e.g. 13 6) “should be
possible] 9 &e2 ©c6 10 0-0 W7 11 &gl

0-0-0 12 e5 L.e7 13 Ded h6 14 a3 a5 15 -

Kd2 (516 ef pf 1715 ef 18 DHgd 2d6 19
SxI5 HdeS 20 DxeS XxeS21 hihs522h4
cb 23 ab ab 24 Wad £.d6 25 WbS Eh7 26
Ha8+ &$d7 27 Hxd6 Exal 28 W5+ &d8
29 ¥We6 We7 30 Wy8+ &d7 31 Wxal
Hxd6 32 Qfd+ HeS 33 Was &d7 34
WdS+ &7 35 Wxdd Heg7 36 Wds DcB 37
‘Hal 1:0

Game 23
0O Balashov Schmidt M
' Halle 1976
1ed D62 Hc3d53e5 Hfd7414e65 D3
€56 g3 &c6 7 Kg2 2e780-00-0(Inthe
game Balashov-Smit, USSR 1975, Black
delayed castling but got his king caught
in the centre. Plav went: 8 ... a6 9 a4 Wa5
10d3bS 1L 51 bd 12 fe fe 13 Ge2 Didxes

14 &xe5 Dxe5 15 D4 216 16 Wh5+ g6
17 We2 Qg7 18 Dxd5! ed 19 Rh6! R pd
20 Wel Wc7 21 Sixg7 ¥xg7 22 Eael with
a winning position for White.] 9 d3 f6
[The famous game Nimzovich-Alekhine,
Semmering 1926 went 9 ... &1b6 10 &He2
d4 11 g4 {6 12 ef gf 13 Hg3 HHd5 14 We2
&d6 15 Dhd &cel. With 16 ©h5 White
could have developed a dangerous
attack.] 10 ef Hxf6 11 We2 He8

g
ha
-

W%,

W/ 0w
gamon

E@%/@/iﬂ

12 2d2 2d6 13 h3 h6 14 Hael ¢5 15 fe
Dxe5 16 Hixe5 Hxe5 17 Wdl a6 18 £14
Hxel 19 Wxel &xf4 20 Exid d4 21 Hd5

JAw
e

*haman
e

'
/

w'o)]

Dxd5 22 2 xd5+ &h8 23 Wes 1:0

SECTION 8
2 ... e6: main line




The sequence 1 ed c52{4¢6 3 Df3d54
fe3 Heh 5 L.bS5 represents the main line
of 2 ... 6. Black can now choose between
5. &f6 and 5 ... @el.

Some very strong grandmasters have
shown a liking for 5 .. &f6 which
indicates that it should be treated with
respect. White seems to keep an edge with
the plan used in game 24.

After 5 ... &ie7 White normally plays 6
ed (game 25 featured the rare but
reasonable 6 We2) and again Black hasa
choice.

. xd5 is often applanded but
White seems to get the better of it with7
&ye5 (game 26) and can also offer an
interesting gambit with 7 0-0 (game 27)

After 6 ... exd5 White plays 7 We2 and
Black is at a crossroads yet again, 7 ...
fed (game 28) seems clearly in White’s
favour which lecaves 7 ... ¥d6.

Traditionally White has replied to this
with 8 &es (game 29) but this seems to
waste time against accurate defence.

Kosten's 8 Rxc6b+ (game 30) looks like a
dangerous improvement.

Game 24
O Foguelman

Cuba 1981
led 52 @l Deb 3fde64 D355 LbS
&6 6 €5 [The best. Black developed
excellent counterplay after both 6 We2
%e7 7040 0-08 sxcH be 9 ddcd 10 dd
Byxed 11 &ixed de 12 Wxed WdS 13 Wel
¢S (Bilek-Stein, Keeskemet 1968) and 6
d3 me7 70-00-08 Rxcobe9 2d2?71(9bly
a0 10 eS Sxd7 11 Wel d4! 12 Sied cd!
(Hug-Gligoric. Skopje (ol) 1972)] £1d7 7
sxct be 8 d3 [Also possible s the
immediate 8 0-0. Bangiev-Tukmakov,
USSR 1979 continued 8 ... ¢4 9 b3 a6 10
be fxcd 11 d3 a6 12 &e2 pb 13 el
a5 14 h3 h5 15 &h2 with slightly the

Marcussi

better prospects for White] Ra6 9 0-0
RKe7 10 Wel ¢4 11 dd ¢5 12 Qe

Wa) B

#%‘ s ‘7
Y /AN AKA
?”/

% %

”éfﬁ%‘, 3

B @ﬁ@ ;

Eb8 13 Eb1 0-0 14 Wplcd 15 Dxdd K5
16 (5 ef 17 Hixf5 & xed+ 18 Gixed Hb6 19
HexdS Hp6 20 Wid Wos5 21 WxgS Hxgs
22 e6 fe 23 DeT+ Hh8 24 Hxf8+4 HxfB 25
HIl &ig6 26 Ded Egd 27 &d6 hS 28 h3
Bd4 29 Hxgé+ Hh7 30 H{8+ el 31
&e8 ¢3 32 be Ed8 33 &ixes Hxe8 34 &7
Lxf1 35 Sixe8 fcd 36 a3 Lb5 37 Odé
£a4 38 hd fxc2 39 &2 18 40 Hed a6
41 Hdd He? 42 Gied Feo 43 p3 HI544
112 g6 45 ¢4 L e6 46 FidI a5 47 Des %15
48 ¢5 Rc2 49 Gicd ad 50 c6 wdl 51 L5
1:0

Came 25

[0 Konarkowska-Sokolov
Subotica 1967
Pede52 &l Gich 3f4e64 G13d55 /b5
Hel 6 Wel (6 HHe5? has been shown to be
dubious. Figler-Podgaets, USSR 1971
continued 6...d4! 7 R xcb+ Sxch 8 HHixed
be 9 &bl dl 10 ¢4 e5 with ternble
problems for White. [ d4 (6 ... de 7 Zixed
ab ¥ Lxctb Sixe6 9 b3 me? 10 wb2 00
It 00 shightly  favours White
(Rossolimo-Zuckerman, USA Ch 1966-
673 7 Sudl [Or alternatively 78 54 a6 8
sxct Saxen 9 b3 el 10 d3 (Bangiev-
Novikov, USSR 1978)] a6 8 suxce+ &ixcod
9d3 Ke7100-0b5 11 a4 £2b7 12 b3 Hel
13 6312 0-0 14 K.d2 W7 15 &ipd HId8 16

Aseneva i

also



Hel A8 1715 5 18 DI6H! gf 19 Wed+
£g7[19...%h820 Hf3 £g72]1 Eh3 Hg8
22 Exh7+1720 fh6 HI821 {xpgT+ He8
22 axf6 @e7 23 We3 c4 24 Lxe5 W5 25
abab26bcbe27 &6 Ha8 28 Exa8 Hxal8

29 WgsS a3 30 Lxe7 Wxe7 31 16 Wdé 32 -

Wh5+ R¢6 33 Wxcd Had 34 Wh3 Hbd 35
Wal Wb3 36 Wcl Who 37 Wid Wes538h3
54739 Wpld 2640 Wpl+ d7 41 Wxh7
We5 42 Wg7 1:0

Game 26
O Hebden Hort B
London 1982
ledc5214e63 038648 c3Id55 RbS
Hiel 6 ed Hixd5 7 ©eS KdA7[7 ... Dxcd
was successfully tried in Watson-Murei,
Brighton 1983. But instead of Watson’s 8
deWxdl+9 &xdl £d7 10 fxcod Rxc6 11
xc6 be 12 Le3 White should try 8be. In
that case he has good chances.] 8 Lxc6
£xc69 Dxc6be100-0 LeT 11 We20-012
Hied Db6 13 Ebl HeB 14b3 1515 Hg3[15
12 and & d3 is interesting according to
Hort] 266 16 223 Wd6 17 & hl g6 18 W2
&Hd7 19 He2? [White should play 19
Hbdl with a slight edge] Wxd2 20 W3
Wxed 21 Wxee Wxal 22 Wxd7 ¥Wxa3 23
Hgl Wab 24 Wd2 Ead8 25 Wel HdS5 26
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8 ... Wd7 19 Eadl We7 20 Ded Ra6 21
Wh5+ g6 22 D6+ L7 23 DdS+ &gT24
&ixeT gh 25 Hd7+ g6 26 Hxaé Rg727
Hd6 Ehe8 28 Hc7 Had8 29 Hxe8 Exel
30 Hel &15 31 ¢3 ¢5 32 Ed7 ﬂfﬁ Hxa7
Eb8 34 Hfl+ &pe6 35 Ha6 &7 36 b3 hd

37 Ba7+ g6 38 Ha6 HeB 39 Hc6 Kxel
40 Exc5 Ld4 41 Heo Hh5 42 h3 e5 43

Hit6 g4 44 Ef5 mate 1:0

Game 28
0 Zinn Doda B
Lugano 1968

ledc5 20463 B3 64 Dedd5s b5

Gl 6eded 7 We2 Sgd 8 2xc6+ be90-0

I3 Wde 27 Wed EbS 28 Wad Wd7 29

Wa2 Ebd 30 g3 Hd3 0:1

Game 27

O Korolov Obutkhovsky B

USSR 1973 ""

ledc52 &3 Heb I fde64 HIIASS WbS
fre7 6 ed ©Hxd5 7 0-0 Hxf4 § d3 Dg6 9
g5 16 10 Rxc6+ be 11 W3 He512 Wel
Wdd-+?[12 ... 2e7 unclear] 13 Se3 Wed
14902 fg 15dd ed 16 xdd D316 ..
4] 17 Wxi3 Wxdd+ 18 Shi

see following diagram

13

Wd6 1053 cd 10 ... Weo 11 W12 &xf3 12
Wxf3 &f5 13 &ald Hd4 14 Wd3 WIS 15
Hael+ &d7 16 Wab led to disaster for
Black in Rumens-Benjumin, Charlton
1976] 11 be WeS+ 12 &hl Wxed 13 Wel
£6 14 &3 WS 15 Hbl %1716 Eb3 ¥a517
Gidd £d7 18 b7 ¥d8 19 Had Q8 20
&1e5 Wd6 21 kad fxb722 Hxh7 Wd723
&es We8 24 {5 DpB 25 Wed 2ho 26
Gycet GHixi5 27 Hx{S g6 28 Exf6+ 1:0

Game 29
1 Hehden Kristensen B
Silkeborg 1983
ledc5214 &1c6 3 DI e64 Hc3d55 &bS
el 6eded 7 Wel Wd6 8 HDe5 16 (8 ...
£d779 2 xch Rxc6 10 Db WS 11 0-0f6

12 &3xc6 be 13 &ye3 &7 14 5! put Black



in terrible trouble in the game Rogoff-
Tukmakov, Student Olympiad, Graz
19721 9 Gxe6+ be 10 &3 g6 [10 ...
RKgd! looks natural and strong] 11 b3 &7
12 Ra3 Wxfd4 13 & xc5 O f514 2 x18 Exf8
15 0-0 &g8 16 Eael Ld7 17 W12 H(7 18
@ad d4 19 GicS Wd6 20 Ded Wd521 cd de
22 dc Wa5 23 o4 HafB 24 h3 We7 25 Hdd
21g7 26 ¢S e 27 Wel hé 28 Wed 5 29
el Hh7 30 HI3 HgT 31 Whd HRS 32
GeS Bf6 33 e feb 34 G1d6 Was 35
Wdd4 Wd8 36 Hes5 Dp7 37 Hiel 4 38
Dyeed 13 39 Hxfe+ Wxl6 40 Ti1 Ld5 41
HxdS cd 42 Wxf6 Zx(6 43 Hxf3 Heb 44
Hd3 He51:0

Game 30
O Kosten Rovid B
Budapest 1984
ledc52Hc3e63fddc6H4 HI3A55 b5
el 6 ed ed 7 We2 Wdb 8 SLxcét
[Unusual but possibly the best. Another
interesting variation is 8 0-0 fpd4 9
LxchH+ Wxe6 10 h3 @ xf3 11 Wx(3 g6 12
5! gf 13 d4! cd 14 De2 unclear which was
played in Davies-Suba, Cardiff 1984.]
Wxeo 9 De5 Wd6 10 0-0 a6 11 d3 6 12
Wh5+ g6

TR ¥
& x
%

13 Hixgo HHxpé 14 15 Wes 15 Rd2 Wdd+
16 Ef2 ¥Whd 17 Hel+ &7 18 fgt hg 19
WxdS+ Hp7 20 g3 Wh3 21 Hed hs 22
Wds 1:0

SECTION 9
2 ... e6: delayed ... d5

By delaying ... d5 Black hopes to avoid
the pressure to which he was subjected in
the main line. After 1 ed ¢5214¢63 )13
Ne6 4 B3 SegeT both 5. &ddand 5 ...
a6 make White's picces look silly.

But the lack of immediate tension
allows White to change plan. After 3 &3f3
Heb 4 Lb5 Ggel he can play 50-0 and
after 5 ... a6 choose between a closed set-
up with 6 Re2 followed by d3 and c3
(game 31) and Westerinen’s interesting
formula initiated by 6 Kxc6 (game 32).

In addition White can play 3 &3 &b
4 &yc3 HgeT 5dd, opting for a favourable
form of Open Sicilian, games 33 and 34
show Hebden's expertise with this plan.

In game 35 Black used a different
method of delaving ... d5 by plaving his
knight to 16 rather than e7. Black olten
gets blown away when he does this but
Nemet's formula against Hebden looks
plavable.

Game 31
1 Miles Reshevsky W
Amsterdam 1977
ledc5214&1c63 8313 e04 &bS G1pe? 50-



0266 %e2g67d3 Rg78c30-09 el bé
[Larsen-Kavalek, Las Palmas 1974
varied with 9 ... d6 10 d4 cd {1 Hxd4
Hxd4 12 L xd4 e5 13 fe when Black could
have equalised completely with 13 ...
&@c6! But White should go 12 cd with
similar play to Miles-Reshevsky] 10 d4 5
_11 €5 Dd512 Rd2¢d 13 Hxdd Dxdd 14 cd
d6 15 &£c3 de 16 de £b7 17 403 Hf718
Dxd5 Lxd5 19 Lxd5 WxdS 20 kel

g

7 2y »
8K
GWERY

0 .. Wed 21 £xb6 g5 22 Wd6 He8 23
Eacl gf 24 Efel Wh725 ¥co6 Kb8 26 &dd
Hd8 27 Wxb7 £xb7 28 Hed 729 &3
&h6 30 Hco 2a7 31 &f2 2d3 32 Edé
Had?7 33 Hxa6 K18 34 HaS Re? 35 Efl
Shd+ 36 gl Hdi 37 Zad Exfi+ 38
@xfl Tdi+ 39 e Hpl 40 g3 L5 41 gf
£h442 %d3 Bhl 43 Eb4 Bxh2 44 ad Ehl
45 a5 Hdl+ 46 &2 Ed7 47 a6 &12 48
Hb7 &e8 49 bd La7 50 Exd7 &xd7 51
®d3 1:0

Game 32
O Westerinen Burbach @
West Germany 1981
Tedc5214e63 83 Hc64 wb5 Dge7 50-
0 a6 6 R xcé Hixeé 7d3d5 {In Westerinen-
King, Lewisham 1981 Black tried 7 ... b3.
But after 8 ¢4 Re7 9 &yc3 Wb6 10 fed
$b7 11 Ebl 0-0 12 bd H1d4 13 fxd4 cd
14 ¢5 Wa7 15 ©e2 a5 16 a3 ab 17 ab he
soon discovered that his pawn on d4 was
indefensible] 8 ¢4 £e7 9 ed ed 106 &l de

[Westerinen-Guill Garcia, Bochum 1981
varied with 10 ... d4 11 &ed 0-0 12 He5
Dxe5 13 fe Wc7 and now Westerinen
claims that 14 §f6+ gf 15 ef L.d6 16 Wh5
&h8 17 &h6 Lg8 18 Hael would have
given him a winning attack] 11 de 0-0 12
el Re6 13 b3 £16 14 Hcl b6 15 Ded
£dd4 16 &xdd od 17 Ge5 &£d7 18 Whs
£e8 19 W5 h6 20 Hedl Ha721 HI3 He7
22 e+ gl 23 Wxf6 Ld724 xf7 2pd 25
Eeg3 hS 26 Exdd Wxdd+ 27 Wxdd Hxi7
28 h3 Bd729 WeS g6 30 WesS He8 31 hg
Hdli+ 32 &h2 Heel 33 WIS+ &g7 34
Hd3 HEhi+ 35 He3hd+ 36 L3 Zhil+ 37
@ed Hxd3 38 &xd3 Hxfd 39 Wd7+ Hhe
40 Le3 Hf1 41 Wd6 g5 42 Wxb6 Hel+
43 Hf2 He5 44 Wxao D445 &3 HdI 46
Wde Del+ 47 &2 1:0

Game 33
Kuligowski W

0 Hebden
‘ Lewisham 1981

1edcS 24 e63 I3 Gich 4 Aicd DgeT 5

d4[5g¥did not work out well in Ozsvath-

Witkowski, Lublin 1969. Play continued
5..d56 4g2dd7 He2d3 8 cd Wxd390-0
Wxed when White didn’t have enough for
his pawn] cd 6 HHxdd SHxdd 7 Wxdd Hco
8 W2 dS 9 £d3! [9 ed gives Black too
much freedom. Hug-Smyslov, Petropolis
1973 continued 9 ... ed 10 Kd3 RKe7 11
£d2 0-0 12 0-0-0 d4 13 Sred Wd5 with a
good pame for Black] Le7 10 0-0 0-0 11
Edld412 He2 2c513a3a514 Hhl 1615
gl ¥Wbe 16 Df3 247 17 Wha Zads 18
Kd2ad19 Hel He720p4 2521 g5 g6
22 WhS 523 Ep3 Qxd3 24 cd HfeB 25
Bh3 &8 26 Hed g6 27 Dxg6 We7 28
Gixf8 Hxf8 29 g6 Hd7 30 Egl &hs 31
T1g3 Ep732gh W7 33 Wi3 Be8 34 Exg7

&xgT 35 h8W+ 1:0



Game 34
[ Hebden Razuvaev B
Manchester 1983
1edc521de63 &HI3 Hch 4 Hed Hgels
d4 Hxd4 6 Hixdd cd 7 Wxdd D6 8 W 2
bo [A similar plan was seen
Sigur}dnsson«Ciocaltt‘u, Caracas 1970
which continued 8 ... £b49 Ld30-0 100-
0d6 T Led3bb 12 Hadl &xc3 13 be WeT
14 Wp3 (515 el W7 16efef 17 b5 &,
Clearly 10 ... d6 doesn’t fit in too well,
The solid 8 ... K79 Kd30-0 100-0 &bd
11 Sed &xd3 12 ¢d b6 13 £5 gave Whitea
in Lazarevic-Levitina,
Yugostavia 1983, Finally the
experimental 8 .. Wa5 9 £d3 &ed 10
®e¢3 &ald proved unsuccessful in the

in

nice  position

game Hodgson-Favatsov, Leningrad
1983, After 11 5d2 axb2 12 8h5Wad 13
Ebl fdd 14 &ixdd Wxdd 15 Wxdd Sixdd
16 &2¢3 Gic6 17 wxp? Lp8 18 &l Dxpld
19 ¢5 &dd 20 $f1 Egd 21 &2 &if5 22
Bhgl Exfd+ 23 de2 He7 24 Eg7 d6 25
flxh7 White had a dangerous passed
pawn] 9 £el Sbd4 10 £d3 0-0 11 0-0
£xc312be b7 13 Zadl 16 14 Hd2 WeT
15 Efdl Had8 16 ¥e2 d6 17 &2 Ha518
Ab5S a5 18 b5 La8 19 e5 (e 20 fe Wes
21 2p3d5 22 Hdd T8 23 L hd Who 24

Se7 LF5 25 Zha Wee 26 &d3 Hxed 27

2xi5 ef 28 &b4 Hc8 29 wxasS ba 30 e6
He8 31 el W6 32 Hxh7 Wdd+ 33 &hi
Wod 34 Wxpd fg 35 Dhd 1b7 36 Exgd
sc8 37 Lad sxeo 38 Sl &7 39 xas
de7 40 Tao6 1:0

Clame 35
3 Hodgson van Baarle W
London 1978
1ed o8 2 14 &eo 3 53 &6 4 &ied eb 8
[The ¢S
interesting. Hodgson-
Weidermann plaved in 1982 continued 5
LGB (S L 5dS 6 Eyxd5 ed TN 6 (517

xDbs immediate 5 is - also

A game

16

&dd 7 fe de 8 Sed WdS5 9 d3 Hxi3+ 10
Wxf3 WrxeS 11 Re2 Le7 12 214 Wxb2 13
0-0 with a dangerous attack.] @d4 6 €5
yxbS 7 &xb5 1d5 8 ¢4! |8 0-0ab! is good
for Black] @xfd {A better try is 8 ... &ibd
as in Hebden-Nemet, Biel 1983, Plav
continued 9 d4 a6 10 H1do+ @xd6 11 ed
cd 12a3 46 130-0b514¢5 /b7 15Wd3
WG with quite a reasonable position for
Black. 19 dd &3p6 100-Bed §1 SH1p516 12 ¢f
ef 13 Gied Re7

14 Gibdot SHixdet+ Hel 16

“xd6 15
Wxdd Was 17¢5eS 18 ¥WdS Wad 19 W7+
&d8 20 Wxl6+ &eT 21 He8+ Hxe8 22
Wde+ Hd8 23 L5+ Gie? 24 mxeT+
Hxe7 25 IR+ He8 26 Hxe8+ &xed 27
Wxel - &d8 28 W6+ el 29 Wdet 10

SECTION 10
... e6: closed lines

43

Ny
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If Black plays 2 ... ¢6 3 &)f3 a6 he can -
prevent £b5 once and for all. On the
other hand the time lost with ... 26 makes
it more attractive for White to switch to a
closed formation. This is what happened
in game 36.

White often adopts a closed set-up
without any encouragement from Black.
Games 37 and 38 see anearly We2 played
by the Canadian master Lawrence Day.
This method of development is
reminiscent of Tschigorin’s 2 We2
against the French and many positions

can arise from either opening.
The idea behind these so-called ‘Big

Clamp’ formations is that White's line of
pawns will absorb any attempt by Black
to open lines on the queenside while
White calmly increases his space
advantage on the other side. But White
must be careful when adopting such a
strategy as over-extravagant play can
have him fall behind in development, fail
to keep the lines closed and get pole-axed
(game 39).

Finally in this section there is an
example of 1 e4 c5 214 ¢63e5'7(game 40)
which transposes into Steinitz's old
treatment of the French Defence. { doubt
if it will really catch on but the idea is
worth noting.

Game 36

Bobotsov B
Vrnjacka Banja 1971 "
Ledc521de63 M3 a64 &l [If White
wants to adopt a formation with We2
then he should omit &¢3. I recommend 4
Wel 2e7 5 g3 d5 and now 6 d3 rather
than the dangerous 6 e5 &c6 7 £.g2 hS5 8
d3 h4! 9 g4 h3! of Westerinen-Congquest,
Lewisham 1981] &6 5 g3 [Alternatively
White can play 5 d3 and 6 &e2]d5 6 d3
D16 7 Wel? [Betteris 7 £d2 Le78 &g2

d Pribyl

b5 9 He5 Kb7 10 Bxc6 L.xcb 11 e5 HAT
12 Wed4 (Hug-Bobotsov, Skopje (Ol)
1972) which offers even chances] &Hd4! 8
Hxdd cd 9 Dbl de 10 de £d7 11 W3
Dixed!

12 £g2 4bd+ 13 2d2 Hixd2 14 Hixd2

Lxd2+ 15 &xd2 L6 16 We2 Lxg2 17
Wxg2 Wh6 18 el 0-0 19 Edl Hac8 20
&bl Hced 21 a4 Hic8 22 a5 Wh4 23 Wd2 16
24 Hale525 Eb3 We7 26fefe27 Ecl ed
28 Eb6 d3 29 ¢3 Hdc6 30 Hxcé Hxco 31
Hel Hf6 32 Wel ho 33 dcl Beb 34 $d2
W7 35 Eal WeB 36 Wdd Wh5 0:1

Game 37
O Day Tisdail W
Brighton 1980
ledc5214¢63 We2 G1c6 4 DI3 HDI65c3
b66g3 Re77 a3 2b78d3a69 Hc2bs
10 Rp2 W7 11 0-0 0-0 12 Hhl Has 13
Dp5bd14cd b3 15 Hed ba 16 Hxal Hb3
17 Dh3 Hd4 18 Wdi d6 19 £d2a520 RKed
£d7 21 g4 Lc6 22 g5 Hfb8 23 Wh5 a4 24
§f2 HEb3 25 Hal Hxal 26 ba Hb8 27
©2g4 Wd8 28 $xdd od 29 Hicd Gics 30
@xd4 Re8 31 15 Kxgs 32 16 Sxf6 33
Dxf6+ gf 34 Lh3 &8 35 Wxh7 Was 36
Kxeb Dxed 37 Wxed fe 38 Wxet Was+
39 &gl Tb2 40 Wxi6+ Hg8 41 Wig+
&h7 42 ZF7+ 1:0

17



Game 38
1 Day Biumenfeld W
Marshall Invitational 1980
ledeS2 64 c6 3 DI3 e6 4 Wel d6 5¢3
WeT 6 a3 D67 Hie2 Re78d30-09p3
b6 10 2h3 2b7110-0 Kfe812g4cd13d4
a8 14 £d2 Q815 g8 ©d7 16 W2 Be?
17 &ed g6 18 Hpd Kg? 19 Whd L8 20
K2 Se6 21 Hi6+ Hh822 Hi3e523 Eh3
h5 24 gh 1:0

Game 39
O Bohm Kochiev M
Le Havre 1977
ledcS214e63d3d54 Hd2 D65 Hgl3
D16 6 ¢ fe77g3b68es5 Hgd 9 We2 h
10 Re2 K67 11 a) Wd7 120-0d4 13 Hed
de 14bc 0-0-0 15 Edl Ra6 16 Del 617 ef
gl 18 a4 15 19 2 K06 20 £b2 £b7 21
DI3 h4 22 d4 Hxh2

y/ém /7
Ao u) %
‘%m%xw
. K LAY
&% @ ﬁ %
.

% %ﬁ
W

S

23 dc W7 24 Hdd Dxd4 25 cd Lxg2 26
©xp? hg 27 Hh3 Degd 28 Hacl Exh3 29
ch+ &b8 30 bat+ Hxa7 31 &xh3 Eh8+32
Exg3 Eh3+ 61

Game 40
O Steinitz Schwarz B
Vienna 1882
1 ed 26 2e5c5 314 Heé [Anotherexample
is Steinitz-Wiess, Vienna 1882 which
continued 3 ... d5 4 ed &xd6 5 g3 Kd76
B3 467 Sg2 HH16 800 Dbd7 $d30-0

10 Hbd2 b6 11 We2 We? 12b3 Re7 13

18

&b2 a5 14 ad HIA5 15 Hicd H1bd 16 Rael
D6d5 17 Hfes &f6 18 W2 fef 19 g4
EdB820 g5 Re? 21 Hgd Hc6 22Whd Hdd
23 R ed witha winning attackl4 403 ©hé
5¢3 276 22200 743168 ef & x5690-0
D7 163 Eb8 1 a3 bé 12 51e2 & h713
el d5 14 Sgd o5 15 Hixfe+ gf 16 G1hd
Gre7 17 fe fe 1§ Wed+ Hh8 19 Whs WeB
20 d4 22621 Bel cd22 cded 23 404 Hd8
24 Hacl &g8 25 Hc7 Dh8 26 WS+
D hgs 27 HxaT 24328 Hel De629 Exh?
Exf4 30 Hhe Hdo 31 SHxgb 1:0

SECTION 11
2 ... g6:
Independent lines

N
] %,%
B »
,&/8/%/8/ g///;&,//f
L AEWE G E

NYX

In the variation 2 f4 &c6 3 @13 g6 4
Ab5 £p7 5 Axc6, doubled pawns are
inflicted which limit Black's possibilities
for counterplay (see section 16). The idea
behind 2 ... g6 is that after 3 &3 Kp7 the
move 4 &b35 is clearly pointless, White
could of course play 4 &¢I &b and now
5 &b5, but then 5 ... &d4 isn't bad (see

section 17).
But after 2 ... g6 White can play 3 d4
when there are transpositional

possibilities into the Pirc (3 ... Rg7 4 d5
d6 5 &3 &Df6 6 & c3), Modern(game 41)



oreven King's Indian (3 ... &pg74d5d65
c4) Defences. Game 42 shows
independent possibility of 3 ... cd.

By playing 3 &3 & ¢7 and now either 4
d3 or 4 ¢3 White can adopt the closed
in the next
section. 4 g3 is also possible but Black
then has 4 ...d5 (game 43). Black's loss
wis due o an excess of ambition rather
than his opening.

formations considered

Game 47
0 Hodgson Watson B
Brighton 1983
led c3214g63dd Rpg74d5defd .. a6l
was “played in Westerinen-Jacobsen,
Esbjerg 1983, Play continued 5 d6!7 (5 ¢4
b5y ed 6 Wxdo We7 7 WxeT+ Gixe7 8
£ie3 d6 9 £ed Gbe6 10 0-0-0 Ldd with
quite reasonable chances for Black] S
&ed [The immediate 5 &bS+ is not so
dangerous as Black can reply 5 ... &d7.
Westerinen-Forintos, Esbjerg 1983
continued 6 ad a6 7 @cd &plo 8 &1c3 0-0
9 &HI3 Hibd 10 Ke2 Rpd 11 0-0 wxt3 12
&xf3 Ge8 with a sound position for

the*

<«

&hS5 1:0

Game 42
1 Westerinen Kristensen M
Esbjerg 1982
1 ed c5214 g6 3dd cd 4 Wxdd &6 5 e
&yeb 6 Wd3 DHed 7T hd Hhe 8 gd g7 9
SV30-0 10 g2 Whe 11 Gicd d6 12 &dS
Wd8 130-0 & o6 1dcd HcB815 Reddelofe
£6 17 ef ef 18 d4 2.d7 19 Dxe6 Kxco 20
$xa7 &7 21 2dd &Hes 22 fxes fe 23
Hxf8+ &xi8 24 Hfl K5+ 25 Fhi Hg?
26 b3 b6 27 Wel &dd4 28 HI6 Lxg2t 29
Wxp2 He7 30 ad 27 31 &ed Bxll+ 32
Wxfl Whd 33 &p2 h5 34 Wel hg 35 hg
I8 36 W3+ e 37 Wed Who 38 g5
WhS 39 W13 Wx(3+ 40 &xf3 Teo 41 Hpd

, fedd2bd mcel43bS 2al 44 B3 ReT 45

Black] &6 6 &Lb3+ &fd7 7 a4 0-0 8 a3’

16 9 0-0 e6? 10 de &xe6 11 {5 u{; 12 ef’

£xf513 G hd 2pd 14 L e2 Rxe2 15 Hixe2
Gieo 16 OS5 Wd7 17 DHeel

%

17 ... DueB 18 Gixp7 Lxp? 19 W13 He6 20
Shot HpB 21 Wid L h8 22 4 xiB Wd8 23
WosS Wxi8 24 Ixf6 SHres 25 Exet fe 26

19

Fed Hd7 46 &dd ST 47 ¢35 xxed 48 as
£e7 49 a6 2d8 50 Hed b8 51 WdS 5T
52 beb 1:0 ‘

; Game 43
3 Hebden -
‘ Hastings 1983-84
1 ¢4 c5214p630 3 RgTdgldiSed(Ses
is'premature. Day-Angantysson, World

Mestel M

: ()bc:{ 1979 continued 5.6 Getef 7 R p2

&He7 8 O Hibet 9 0-0 and now Black
should plav 9 ... d4 with a good game]
Wxd5 6 Gicl Weo+ 7 Re2 Hc680-0 Hrho
9b30-010 b2b6 11 &ad RDT 12 fxp?
HxpT 13 sod Wd6e 14 3 Bad8 15 Wel
Lfe8 16 Dael &5 17 &:b2 &iedd 18
YWes+ (6 19 Wado Sixf3d+ 20 I3 &Hixdo
21 Hfed &ixed 22 Sixed 17 23d3 2cB8 24
B2 x5 25 &ib2 Ed7 26 @el Zedd 27
&d2 ho 28 hd Dp8 29 K1 Ed530 a4 Dpd8
31 el DRAT 32 a5 E5d6 33 o4 Heo M
Hxet EHxe6 35 Hed whdde Tel+ (8137
Sydl shppd 38 Zed el 39 G024 1540
Hel h5 41 Hpl me6 42 abab4d EaleS 44
fe «&xes 45 LI S J6 hy fp 47 pd % f3 48
gh gd 49 el &5 50 He8 eSS0 he gd



52 HI8 g2 53 Exi3 glW 54 HHvl+ 1:0

SECTION 12
Closed lines (“Big
Clamp’ and *“‘Antoshin’’)

The so called “Big Clamp' is a method
of play closely related to the Closed
Sicilian. The difference is that White's
queen’s knight does not go to ¢3.

Games 37, 38 and 39 were examples of
the ‘Big Clamp’ not being met by a Black
king-side fianchetto. The present section
is devoted to games in which he does
fianchetto.

The line of pawns White sets up acts as
.a kind of shock-absorber. Black finds it
difficult to open lines in the centre or on
the queenside. White will gradually
increase his space advantage, normally
on the kingside, and eventually prepare a
breakthrough. Games 44-46 show the
‘Big Clamp’ in action.

Another close strategic relative is a
kind of reversed Antoshin variation of
the Dutch Defence. It can be
distinguished from a Big Clamp by the
positioning of the king's bishop on e2
rather than g2.

Ganie 47 shows the similarities to the
‘Clagsical Big Clamp’. Game 48 shows a
difference - White does not have e4 so
well defended which gives Black the
possibility of an early ¢5-c4. All the same
White seems to maintain a nagging space
edge.

Game 44
MacLeod B
Toronto 1978
ledc52d3Dc63p3p6d Lp2 Rpg7514e6
[5 .. d6 transposes into Korchnoi-

Q Day

20

Karpov, Baguio (m) 1978 The game
continued 6 &3 H1{670-00-08c3 Hb89
We2 §1e8 10 Led &c7 11ddced 12¢d Lgd
13 BEdl d5 14 ¢5 Wd7 15 &c3 HfcB 16
W b5 17h3 @xf318 2xf3b419 2pded
20 Gad Hasd> 2] He5We8 22 el HbT 23
Hxb7 Hxb7 24 Hdcl Wd7 25 Hc2 b3 26
ab Hxb3 27 ¥cl HEb7 28 Qa6 and White
won the exchange and later on the game. ]

/
,KA/A//{J&?A

EakiaiaE
W
B mAn

cﬁza%
2ol ma

g/

6 & f3 Dge7 7c3d58 We2 b6 9 a3 Lab
10 5 DfS 11 ReI h5 12 402 Wd7 13 Hel
K814 &e2 Re7 15h3 HeB 16 Wd2 H18
17 &el b5 18 g4 &Hpg7 19 bd d4 20 cd cb 21
Sal Lb7 22 H1b3 Wd8 23 Weld a5 24
Hhgl Ob8 25 HExcd Kxc8 26 Did2 Hab
27 el ad 28 Has Xd7 29 Hb7 Whe 30
eSS Ke6 31 Hxeb+ fe 32 Exco WaT 33
Hc8+ De8 34 Wed Wd7 35 Weo Wxeh 36
Lxeb DacT7 3715 gl 38 gf ef 39 d5 1740
dé6 Dxd6 41 Exh8 b3 42 ab a3 43 ed a2 44
£d4 K16 45 dc f.xd4 46 Hag 1:0

/&/
A
@z_g_

Z
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Game 45
0 Nickoloff Braga B
Student Olympiad, Mexico City 1978
ledc52d30e63¢364 22 £pT7514e6
6 c3 ge? 7 DI30-08 Ha3 Eb8 9 0-0 b5
10 He2bd [ ddcd 12 edd513eSb3 14ab
Hxb3 15 &el Whe

see following diagram
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16 B2 a5 17 Kf1 £d7 18 K43 Hb8 19
£¢2 Bb420 La4 WaT21 @c2 HE4b6 2253
We7 23 Ld2 Lf8 24 Wel Obd 25 Hxbd
ab 26 Ecl Wh7 27 Rxd7 Wxd7 28 g4 Hcb
29 Hal Hc2 30 Wbl Hc731 Wd3 Ha732
Hafl ¥b5 33 We3 Eba8 34 Hh4 &H¢6 35

% /A://% %/f =

- ity o
s
s a5 iy

5 ¥b6 36 D3 Hal 37 W4 Exfl+ 38~

Hxfl1 £g739 2.3 h6 40 hd ¥b5 41 h5 gf
42 of ef 43 W5 Dd8 44 Ef2 Hal+ 45
&p2 Web 46 Dh2 We6 47 W3 Ebl 48
Ha2 Weo 49 Hpd Hxb3 50 Hi6+ LB 51
$d2 Wed 52 Ha8 Lx16 53 ef e 54 Wed
Weo 55 WoB+ &d7 56 Wxd8+ He6 57
We7+ 1:0

Game 46

[1 Makarichev

USSR Ch 1979
ledcS52g3 Deo3 Lp2poddd Lg75M4d6
6 ©3f3e670-0 &rge7 §¢30-09 el b 10
L2 ¥Wd7 11 Bel ho 12ddced 13 ¢d 2b7 14
&veld $h7 15 h4 Tae8 16 h3 517 h5¢h
18 dS ed 19 ef x5 20 Exe8 Wxel 21
SxfS HxfS 22 We2 58 23 Hel ¥d7 24
Hhd g8 25 SixfS WS 26 Wxf5 @ xIs
27 GixdS &f7 28 Ecl 2d7 29 b3 bl 30
Hel £06 31 b4 2.d8 32 b5 Gias 33 ad 415
34 Hc3 b7 35 Hibd Gic5 36 Gico 216 37
2d4 Hxad 38 Tal3 fc2 39 Lxf6 Hxi6 40
$ibd dl 41 Hd5+ 1.0

Doimatov B

Game 47
O Day Ross W
Toronto 1979
ledc52f4p63d3 RgT74c3 De65 Relds
6 Se2 Eb8 7ad a6 8 &3 &16 9 Lnbd2 0-0
10 h3 b5 11 ab ab 12 dd ed 13 cd d5 145
G1e8 15 g4 DcT 16 Db3f6 17 Hel 2613
0-0 15 19 Hel e6 20 T2 EI7 21 Hd3 &8
22 &1 &ia6 23 Efc2 a7 24 2.d2 b4 25
Wel Eb8 26 Wg3 Hg7 27 Del Whe 28
Wd3l 2b7 29 Hal ©Hc7 30 Re3 HcebS 31
Sf2 He8 32 Has5 Hed 33 Eal Hge? 34
&h2 Exc2 35 &ixcl 4¢3 36 Khd HEc8 37
gf ef 38 be Exc3 39 We2 Hxh3 40 ¢6 Hb2
41 e7 fxe7 42 fxe7 b3 43 K5 Weo 44
£p2 Exc2 45 WeT Hxc5 46 dc Db5 47
Wds+ L7 48 Hel 1:0

Game 48
O Antoshin Gorelov @

Moscow Ch 1984

1 ed4 ¢5 2 {4 g6 [Antoshin-Georgadze,
Nikolaev 1983 went 2 ... &§)¢6 3 D3 g6 4
d3 &g75c3H166 £e20-070-0c48e5cd
9 S xd3. Ged 10 We2 d6 11 hd &HcT 12

 Bdl ‘©d7 13 &a3 with White having a

“slight §pace advantage.] 3 &3 kp7 4¢3
165 d3d66 We20-0 7 Le2b680-0 kb7

9 {5 c4

10 fghg I1 g5 cd 12 2.xd3 SHbd7 13 12
WeB 14 Whe Hd8 15 $a3 O 16 Leld
Wed 17 W2 ©38h7 18 h3 Wes 19 &ixh?
&xh7 20 ©b5 &gl 21 a4 LR 22 Whe



Wd7 23 Sdd W7 24 a5 ba 25 DS gl 26
ExI5 el 27 5 Wc6 28 Lg51529 ef Hxf6
30 Eaxa5 &18 31 Hafl5 Ed8 32 Wh7 £a8
33 Ld4 d5 34 Exg7 Hxg7 35 Whi+ L7
36 Exf6+ ef 37 Wxd8 &e6 38 Wh8 a6 39
Sh2 £b7 40 We3 Dxdd 41 cd Whe 42
Lg6+ I8 43 L5 Wd8 44 hd Lc8 45
Whs 1:0

SECTION 13
The aggressive 5 &.c4:
Black defends with5 ... e6
65@g7

\\

4

x/xﬁx/
/m/l%x
& A

Surprisingly, the game which did most
to popularise tifis plan was not a Sicilian
Defence but an English Opening. The
game in question is Saidy-Fischer, New
York 1969 which went: [ c4e52 &c3 §Hich
Jgif54 w2 H65d3 Re56e3(47ef0-0
8 fpe2 We8 9 0-0 d6 10 Had &d4! 1]
Gyxdded 12hIhS5! 13a3a5 14 b3 Web 15
§b2 215 16 Wc2 &d7 17 Eel &c5 18
&Il Ha6! 19 2d2 Eb6 20 &xad Exb3 21
$.d2 Ha8!22ad4 Ea623 a5 $h724 Eedl
b6 25 &el ba 26 Had Hxd3! 27 Kxd3
£.xd3 28 Wa2 &bd 29 Wal &He2 30 Wh2
Gyxal 31 Hxal &ixad 32 Bxad Wed 33
$£xa5 Hxa5 34 Hxad Wel+ 35 &h2
Wxa5 0:1

Brilliant! And imagine what White can
do with his extra tempo!

22

The system based on 5 f.¢4 is one of
direct aggression. White will play {5, even
at the cost of a pawn, and play for mate.

The positions that arise are often hair-
raising to say the least. Both Black and
White need a light breakfast and nerves
of steel.

Black’s methods  of defence can be
divided into three categories. This section
will deal with 5 ... e6 6 1S Hge7. Section
14 will deal with 5 ... d6 6 0-0 & f6 and
section 15 with 5 ... d6 6 0-0 ¢6.

After 5 ... e6 6 {5 &ge7 White plays 7
fe. Game 49 shows the solid 7 ... de in
action although White seems to have
some pressure.

The alternative 7 ... fe leads to wild
complications. White can choose.
between 8 d3 and 8 0-0. The former
allows 8 ... d5 9 b3 b51? (game 50) but
keeps the possibility of 8 d3 0-0 9 Rg5
(game 51). This is not the case with 8 0-0)
(game 52).

Black won all four games with 7 ... fe
but that does not necessarily indicate
what is happening. White had clear
improvements in all of them.

Game 49
O Ciocaltea Liebert A
~ Varna 1970
1 ed 52 &ved Gich 314 phd O3 kgl 5
Lcd e6 6 {5 [6 e5 is interesting when
Ammann-Nikolaiczuk. Biel 1976
continued 6 .. d6 7 ed Wxd6 8 ed WeT 9
0-0 &h6 10 Gies Syxes e L xe5 12d41?
with a dangerous initiative for White. But
Black can do better with 7 ... @16 as in
Barle-Ribli, Bled/Portoroz 1979, Play
continued 8 d4 ¢d 9 €yxdd -0 10 Gyxcb be
110-0 5d5 12 &red 5 13 g5 Wxd6 with
an interesting struggle in prospect] &ge7
[6 ... gf is very risky. Gik-Kimelfeld.
USSR 1968 continued 7 d3 &pe? 80-0d5



9eded 10 £b3 £e6 11 Hgs Wd7 12 el
hé and now 13 ©h3 looks even more
dangerous than Gik’s choice of 13 4313.]
7 fe de 8 0-0 0-0 9 d3 2d7 [9 ... £Ha5 10
Rb3 DHxb3 1 ab 4e6 is Hodgson-Silva,
London 1978. 12 &e3 looks slightly
better for White. Other possibilities are §
a6 10ad A4 1 Sixdd cd 12 el Hchd
{3Wel a5 14 La2 £d715 Rd2&Hc6 16
DA (GeljZinis-Eljanov, USSR 1981) and
9 ... ©d4 10 &Hxdd, both of which are
shightly in White’s favour] 10 Wel $id4
11 @Dxdd cd 12 De2 He6 13 Rd2 &h8 14
a4 e5 15 el WeT7 16 b4 HHd8 1715 Sie6
18 Qb4 &5 19 ¢3 Hac8 20 od ed 21 H)(4
b6 22 ad Qe6 23 Dxed e 24 Wed e5 25
Wed QN6 26 g3 Red3+ 27 &p2 Bxfl 28
Exfl Hf8 29 Lxc5 Wxce5 30 Web &g7 31
Bi7-+ Exf7 32 @x(7+ oh6 33 hd W8 34
Keb Wel+ 35 Hh3 W2 4

Game 50
O Stein Liberzon B
Isracli Ch 1978
1ed e524¢3 He6314p064 &3 2p7 5

Keded 615 Dpe7 Tlefe8d3d59 Lb3ILS

10 ad [10 &xb5 looks bad after 10 ... °

WaS+ 11 &c3 d4 120-0de 13 be 00 14
&Hp5 (Bilek-Ribli, Hungary 1969} and
now either 14 ... Ex{I+ 15 Wx{l &Xd8 or
the immediate 14 .. 9d8. 10 a3 is the
most solid move leading to complicated:
plavafter 10...a6 11 0-00-0 12 Kg5¢4 13
£a2 de 14 &ixed cd 15 cd Wb, Last but
not least White can sacrifice a piece with
either 10 ed ed 11 £3xb5 Wa5+ 12 61¢3 d4
13 0-0 de 14 be Wxeld 15 Ebl unclear or
10 ed ed 11 &xdS!? unclear] b4 11 &e2
astE

see following diagram

12 0-0 de 13 Dg5 @xb3 14 cb Wxd3 15
Wel &5 16 14 Wda+ 17 Hhi Wes5 18
gd d6 19 &ixeo mxes 20 R4 Wd5S 21
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@ixe6 e3+ 22 Hpl Wxe6 23 Rxdé Kdd
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Game 51
O Hebden .
British Ch 1982
ledc52f4g63 @ xp?4 Hicd &6 S

Speelman W

fcde6 615 Dge? 7 fefe8d30-09 L p5h6

10 2hd!? 10 £xe7] g5 11 &2 d5 (11 ...
b6] 12 Kb3 g4 (12 ... &d4 was plaved in
Knezevic-Smejkal, Smedercvska
Palanka 1971, Play proceeded 13 &xd4
cd 14 &2 Who 150-0de 16 &d2 Exf1+
17 Wl e3 18 Gred G3dS 19 hd gh 20 634

<8d7 21 &xdS ed 22 Lxd5+ Reb6 23 WIS

LxdS 24 Wxds+ &h8 25 Hde HIR.

- Whimfs attack fell short and he lost, but
-onfy by a whisker.] 13 51d2 cd 14 ded4 15

Dad Txf2 16 &Hx12 Was 17 EI1 £d7 18
Egl DeS 19 3 Kxad?! [Speelman gives
19 ... d3 unclear] 20 cd $Hd3 21 Wpd [P
according to Speelman who gives 21
Lxad] Wxd2 22 ¥Wxeo+ Hh8 23 Lxad
Wxb2 24 Hadl Wxdd+ 25 &hl Gieo 26
Td2 ¥e3 27 oxeo ¥Wxd2 0:1

Game 52

0 W. Watson

British Ch 1982
Ped el 264 po 3 803 g7 4 Sied &ieo S
Sed eb 645 fige? Tlefe 8 0-0 0-09 43 d5
10 % b3 d4 {Howell-Horvath, Groningen
1983-84 went 10... &1a5 11 ed &yxb3 12 ab
ed 13 2g3 d4 14 Wel Hell 15 Sed when

Johansen M



White was clearly better.] 11 &ad b5 12
&yxeS Wd6 13 Dgs Wxe5 14 Ex8+ L xfB
15 W11 He5 16 Hixh7 &7c6 17 DI6+
g7 183 De8+ Hh7 19 D6+ &gT7 20
He8+ Hh7

AEE
///

w

%Q%J
/

ﬁ/

21 W2 Le7 22 W4 g5 23 Weg3 H)d8 24
RKd2 2d725 214 DAIT 26 Sxe5 YxeS527
&7 Wxg3 28 hg Hc8 29 Hixe6 re5 30
Efl & xe6 31 £xe6 Hxc232 Ef5 Hel+ 33
D12 Dxd3+ 34 Fe2 He5 35 Ld5d3+ 36
&d2 Ec2+ 37 &dl Had 0:1

SECTION 14
The aggressive 5 S.c4:
Black defends with 5 ... d6
6 0-0 &Hfo

z%gwg%”
A wam

/ /
. %.4 %
%g/&@
g@g%//gg
g wwrng
Against this method of defence White

will again adopt the plan of d3, Wel, #hd
and {S. But what is crucial is the order in

:
-

Y

%

=
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which these moves are played.

In game 53 White adopts the
conservative method of playing 7 d3, 8
Wel and only later 5. This is solid
enough but Black can take the steam out
of the attack with a timely ... 6

The critical line is the immediate 7 {5
which led to a powerful attack in game
54. Black can also try 7 ... e6 transposing
into game 55 (next section).

Game 53

O Vorotnikoy

USSR 1972
1edc52&c3d63 464 DI Rg75 Red
&cb 6 0-0 &f6 7 d3 [The immediate 7
el was tried in Dorfman-Polugaevsky,
USSR Ch 1976. Play continued 7 ... 0-0 8
f5¢6!9 fefe 10 e5! de 11 d3 §d4 12 £b3
Dd5 13 Hxdd Exfli+ 14 Wxfl ed 15 ed
b6 16 QLe5Wd7 17 L ht We7 1R 25 Wd7
14:04] 0-0 7 ... a6 8 Wel transposes into
Rumens-Ginsberg, London 1981, White
won quickly after8... Hd49 £b3e6 1015
We7 11 fe Rxe6 12 Gixdd cd 13 Gie2 5Hrd7
14 WI2 &e5 15 Gixd4 Gygd 16 Dixeb Gyxi2
17 &xpg?+ &d7 18 Ext2 Eaf® 19 Rd2
Hc8 20 Bafl 1:0] 8 Wel &dd [Rumens-
Roberts, London 1977 went 8 ... a6 9 ¥Whd
Dd4 10 15 HHxt3+ 11 Exf3 b5 12 fbigf
13 fp5fe 14 Gixed Syxed 15 Lxe? Ldd+
16 svhl 216 17 Exf{6 Wxe7 18 Eg6+ and
White won. The best defence 158 ... ¢6!19
Whd d5]9 @b3 &xb3 10 ab Rd7 1115l
12 ¥hd fe 13 Hg5 h6 14 Dpxed Hxed 15
Dyxed HhT 16 B3 (6 17 DI 518 &p5
Hi6 19 2xf6 £xf6 20 Wh5 e6 21 W7+
Hh8 22 Hel Ldd+ 23 Hfl Le524 HExes
de 25 ©hS YWe5 26 O){6 Wel+ 27 &2
Wd2+ 28 el Wel+ 29 Ef1 Wel+ 30
&h! 1:0

Shashin W



Game 54
{1 Hodgson Nuni: 3
London 1978
ledc52f48c63 D364 &c3 L7 5
Kcd d660-0 DIGTI50-08d3gf9 Wel fe
[After 9 .. ©Ha5 White can choose
between 10 Wha fixcd 11 de fe 12 &gs
and 10 £d5fe (10 ...e6711 Kg51) 11 &g5
e6 12 Hxf6 Wxi6 13 @xed (Bellon-
Merino, Orense 1974) with a powerful
attack in either case. 9 ... @id4 10 &b3
Rd7 1] Whd Hxb3 12 ab He8 13 Dgsis
Balashov-Tseitlin, USSR 1969} 10 de
Kpd 1] Whd QxI3 12 Ex3 Hes5 13 Eh3
Dg6 [13 ... Dxed? 14 d51] 14 Wg3 Wd7
15 A5 Dxd5 16 fxdS e6 17 2b3 d5 18
W13 cd 19 £ad!

/i/
7

Aw
%w%tw,
A A7

7

L Eyms
A

/f//

. AT T

QA AT
|
/

Q
23,/ /

4 %
5 1

19 ... Wxad 20 Wh5 E1d8 21 Wxh7+ & 18
22 4h6 L.xh6 23 Exhe Ed7 24 Hfl &es
25 Wg8+ &\8 26 HExe6+ wd8 27 Wxis+
&7 28 Wes+ &d8 29 Ehé 1:0 '

SECTION 15
The aggressive 5 f.cd:
black defends with 5 ... d6
6 0-0 e6

O Duebali
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After 5 ... d6 6 0-0 e6 White. usually
sacrifices a pawn with 7 f5. But he can
wait a while with 7 el and Black can
decline with 7 ... a6 or 7 ... {6 (game 55).

Black usually accepts the pawn with 7
.. 6f 8 d3 & ge7 when White plays the
{hematic 9 Wel. The reply 9 ... a6 was
tried in game 56 and 9 ... &e5 and the
suicidal 9 ... 0-0 are incorporated in the
notes.

The main line is 9 ... h6 (game 57) when
White does best to play quietly with 10
Wel, 10 2hl or 10 fd2 rather than jump
straaght in with 10 ef.

N Game 55

Parma @
Berlin 1971
led d6214c53 D3 HC64Dc3e65 ed
£27 6 0-0 ¢6 7 15 [Rumens has shown a
preference for 7 Wel &pge7 8 Whd,
Rumens-Rooney, Thanet 1978 went 8 ...
Dd4 9 Hixdd ed 10 He2 0-0 11 15ef 1243
e6 13 KesS WeT 14 B4 Hes 15 Hids
¥WaS 16 b4 Wald 17 Q16 Re6 18 Whe 1:0.
Rumens-Whiteley, Nottingham 1978
went 8 ... a69d3 b5 10 Lb3 HaS 1 (5pf
12 g5 We7 13 Bael 6ixb3 14 ab b4 15
Dd5 Hixds 16 ed e5 17 216 I8 18
Sxpl+ dxg? 19 Wes+ &8 20 Whet
&eT and now 21 We7 Wd8 22 Gixe5 de 23
Hxe5+ would have won] &6 [Another

solid move 15 7 ... a6, Bisguier-iellon,



Palma de Mallorca 1971 continued § fe fe
9d3b5(9... ©yd4M 10 Kg5! as in Pribyl-
Sursock, Vrnjacka Banja 1972, is
dangerous) 10 b3 {6 11 a4 bd 12 He2
0-0]8d30-09 (g fg 10 Wel Hd4 11 Hxdd
cd 12 De2 d5 13 ed ed 14 b3 Whe 15
Kg5 Keb6 16 Hf4 217

v
_l

1/ /A%
7 ///

/// " V”/
YAl i

'%,%yﬂ“%
miman B
e, TEP

17 &xf6 fxf6 18 &xd5 Wde 19 & xf7+
"Hxf720 Wed 28521 £)d5 Hd722cd dc23
Hxe3 Wdd+ 24 Wxdd Vi,

Game 56

Shamkovich B
Brighton 1982
ledc3214&c63 OI3d64 Hc3gh5 fcd
RKe760-0e67{5ef[7 ... gf 8d3 HgeTis
too risky. Bohosjan-L. Popov, Bulgaria
1971 went 9 Dg5! h6 10 Dxf7 Hxf7 11 ef
with a strong attack] 8 d3 & ge7[8 ... DI6
was played in Timman-Baljan, Dutch Ch
1978. After 9 Wel 00 10 Whd Hd4 |1
g5 feb 12 Hxdd ed 13 ef! de 14 fe d5?
15 7! Wxe? 16 Qb3 cb 17 Hael White
was winning] 9 Wel a6 [Another
possibility is 9 ... @e5 which White
should meet with either 10 &xe5 de 11
K5 (Ghizdavu) or 10 L85 h6 11 &ixeS
&xe5 12 £bS+ unclear (Ammann-
Barcza, Basel 1971). 9 ... 0-0 on the other
hand proved disastrous in Tarjan-
Rattinger, Mayaguez 1971 which went 10
Whd Wd7 11 Rh6fel2HgsWed 13 Txi7
Wxhd 14 Bxg7+ &h8 15 Exh7 mate 1:0]

O Hodgson

26

10 ef £x15 11 &g5 He5 12 g4 fxgd 13
Dxi7 Wd7 14 Dxe5 GxeS 15 L7+ Hd8
16 £p5 h6 17 LxeT+ Wxe7 18 H£)d5
£.dd4+ 19 Hhl Wxel 20 Haxel £d721¢3
K87 22 Lxgh Kb 23 Sed Hed 24 Hibo
Hb8 25 17 d5 26 Exg7 de 27 de Ef8 28
Hdl+ &e8 29 Hd6 Ef7 30 xf7 L xed+
31 &gl &xI7 32 Exhé Hd8 33 &2 L6
34 del HeBt+ 35 &d2 Hd8+ 36 del
He8+ 37 &d2 Hd8+ 38 del Yi:ls

Game 57

Malifaustas M
Leningrad 1983
led c52&c3&cb3f4gba D3 Rg75
Rcd4d66d3e67(5efB0-0 fge79 Wel [9
a3 h6 10 Wel {(Chiburdanidze-
Alexandria. Women’s World Ch,
Borgoni 1981) looks too slow. 10 ... DeS
looks like a good move when ideas based
on £g5 (after 9 Wel 4Des 10 Lg5 might
be the best) are no longer possibie] h6

00 Hedgson

H Sld X
TY W FYT
A/@%y/l%
» / .
/%/ﬁ%f/
/ @&/%%,
ﬁ&/ AR

W g Y

10 ¥¥g3 [The strongest possibility is 10 ef
£xfS 11 g4 but this was supposedly
refuted by 1 ... 2c8F 12 &g517 hg 13
Kx{7+ &d7 14 fxps Kdd+! 15 g2
£e516h3(or 16 hd Whbo 17 LbIWb4g! I8
Wdl Eh7 —+ as in Ammann-Tatai,
Basel 1971) Wb6 17 £b3 Zh7 when
White doesn't have enough for his
sacrificed piece (Ammann-lHartoch,
Basel 1971). Strangely enobgh a game



Peresypkin-Kravchenko, USSR 1979
went 10 ef £xf5 11 g4 &xgd? 12 axf7+
S xf7 13 HeS+ Hg8 14 Hxgd with good
attacking chances for White.Had the
earlier games with 11 ... &c8! been
forgotten or does White have something
better? Besides 10 Wg3 and 10 ef White
has tried two other moves. 10 2h11? &eb
11 ef &x{5 12 &hd 0-0 13 Hd5 Lc8 14
Wed Hxd5 15 Lxd5 De7 16 Ab3d5 17 ¢3
fLe6 18 £d2 Wb6 19 Hael (Ermenkov-
Kuligowski, Warsaw 1979) and 10 Rd2
Seb 11 ef &xf5 12 g4 Kxgd 13 Lxf7+
Hxf7 14 He5+ g8 15 Hixgd Wd7 16
Wg3 &§eS 17 h3 Hxgd 18 hg b5 19 gh
Hxh5 20 &ed (Sznapik-Kuligowski,
Warsaw 1978] &He5 11 Hxe5 fxe5 12
£f4 Sxf4 13 Exfd g5 14 Exi5 x5 15f
0-0 16 ZI1 W{6 17 Ded Wes 18 Wh3 g7
19 16+ &h7 20 ¥hs Leb 2l Kxe6fe22 7
Wdd+ 23 Hhil g7 24 D6 Whd 25
eS8+ wh7 26 We2 e5 27 gd dS 28 WxeS
Haxe8 29 W5+ 1:0

SECTION 16
The positional £b5:
Black’s pawns are doubled

%,Q. 21 Y-
1///£/§ 474
/‘5// 7,47,
Q./%/ 7 7
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" featugg ..

After either 2 f4 &§\c6 3 D3 g6 or 2 f4
263 &3 &pg74 D3 Hc6 White can play
the positionally motivated Rb5. White
intends to exchange his bishop on c¢6 and
then put his pawns on the White squares
d3 and ed, a strategy reminiscent of the
Nimzo-Indian Defence. Later on White
may start a typical 2 f4 Sicilian Attack
with Wel, Whd, {5, £h6 and D5 etc.

The timing of &bS5 is vital. After 2 {4
Dcb 3 D3 g6 4 Hc3 g7 5 4b5 Black
can play 5 ... & d4! which is examined in
the next section.

On the other hand 4 £ b5! excludes this
possibility and 4 ... £g7 can be met by 5
£ xc6! When Black’s pawns are doubled
he  finds it difficult
icou'nterplay‘

For this reason Black prefers White to
play @c3 before he plays &b5 which, as
the reader may recall, is the idea behind 2
. gb.

This section deals with the doubled

to generate

_pawns which can take two forms,
-depending on whether Black recaptures

on ¢6 with his b or d pawn. Games 58-60
‘be and games 61 and 62 feature
.de.

Black's problems stem from the lack of
flexibility in his pawn structure. If for
example after ... bc he plays ... d5 then his
doubled pawns can become a weakness in
their own right. Games 58 and 59
illustrate this condition.

Black's best hope for counterplay after
either ... bcor ... dcis to play ... ¢4. Black
realised this advance in games 60, 61 and
62 but it didn't really help him in any of
them.

Game 58
Fedorowicz W
Lewisham 1981
led c5214&c630I3g64 AbS Rg7 5

0 Hebden



£xc6 be 6 d3 d6 7 e3 fh6 [Kurajica-
Andersson, Wijk aan Zee 1976 went 7 ...
HbB B O-0 59 e5 &Yh6 10 ed? (10 Well)
Wxd6 11 ®hl 0-0 12 We2 &7 13 Hel
HeB 14 He5 fa6 15 b3 when Black
conjured up complications with 15 ...
GixeS 16 fe Wdd 17 2b2c4!1]80-0 159
Wel 0-0 10 e5 W7 11 Wp3 Eb8 12 Hel
DF713 53 Hd8 14 Had Gie6 15 L b2 d5 16
c4d Ed8 17 Eadl 22618 fcl Wa519 4d2
We? 20 W2 d4 21 Whd .08 22 h3 Wd7 23
Ka5 Hde8 24 &Hg5 1:0

Game 59
O Bisguier Peretz
Netanya 1971
ledc52{4 D63 DI3gb4 2b5 287500
D66 De30-07 Rxcbbe8d3 b8 9 Wel
d610b3 Ra611 Rd2e612 Edl He813e5
d5 14 Dad We7 15 cd4 Dc7 16 Le3 d4 17

Sl £b7 18 223 Hab

@%a%g/,
AT //

/
'/&
S

mn
ALY

2

&///..
| uEY

19 Was5 D b4 20 WxcS Wxe5 21 Dxcs
e2 22 Sxb7 @Dxa3 23 HeS Hid8 24 Hd2
Lf8 25 ed a5 26 g4 ad 27 ba Dbl 28
Edf2 $c3 29 S\f6+ Le? 30 (5 of 31 gf
Re7 32 fghg 33 &8 HEbl 34 Exbl Sxbl
35 &ifed EI8 36 Hb2 He3 37 Eb7 &xgh
38 Sixp5 g8 39 a5 Hal 40 Dx{7 Del+
41 &f1 &4 42 Hho+ Hh8 43 Higd Hg8
44 D6+ HI8 45 Dd7T+ HeB 46 Eb8+ 1:0
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Game 60

Shamkovich W
Brighton 1982
ledc52(4 6303 g64 b5 §g750-0
[5 Rxco!] DI6[5 ... Wb6!7 6 ¢4 &1dd 7
@xdd Qxdd+ 8 &hl 517 9 571 (9 d3
unclear) &f7! (with the idea of 10 ... d6)
10 We2 Wa5 11 Hf3 a6 12 Hal We7 13
De3 d6 14 HidS Wd8 15 £.ad e6 16 Del
de 17 de ¥c7 won for Black in Bisguier-
Tatai, Palma de Mallorca 1971.]16 d3 0-0
7 &xc6be 8 Hc3 d6 9 £d2 ¢4 10 dd Whe
11 bl e5 12 fe de 13 Had W7 14 Hixes
Dxed 15 214 Wd6 16 De3 415 17 pd
&xc3 18 be Led 19 &ixi7 WdS 20 Hhe+
Hh8 21 K5 HI322 Exi3 £xf323Wel ¢5
24 g5 He8 25 b8 1:0

0 Watson

Game 61

O Hebden Large R
British Ch, Torquay 1982
1edc52fd4a)c63 0364 2b5 Kgls
Rxc6 de 6 d3 16 7 &3 0-0 8 0-0 b6 9
Wel $e8 10 Whd d6 1115 gf 12e5 Dol
13 &.h6 {6 14 hl L xh6 15 Wxhe Dp7 16
Hael Re6 17 De2 ¢4 18 D4 cd 19 od
fxal

\\\

7
’/% AL ?y
o & /.///g ////AV //(

2026 Wc821 Held H)xe6 22 Hixed £xe623
Hxe6 Z17 24 Hfel ¥d7 25 &5hd He8 26
S1xfS Wxd3 27 &dé 1:0



Game 62
[ Larsen Perez M
Amsterdam Interzonal 1964

led c5214e63 DI Heb4 £bS gb? 5
Kxc6 de 6 d3 27 70-0 HHe7 8 D3 0-09
Wel b6 10 ad £a6 11 Whd {11 b3!] Wd7
12 R e3 cd 13dccS 14 Hres Wh7 15 Hi3 16
16 Xh3 fe [16 ... h6! unclear] 17 Wxh7+
HI7 18 15 f 19 R h6 Hp8 20 of Hixf5 21
Efl Qxed 22 Hegd £xi1 23 Wxg6+ LeT?
[23 ... &18]24 Lg5+ &8 25 Wx(5-+ WI7
16 Wed Hc8 27 I3 Lod 28 Wxed Wxi3
29 gf 1:0

SECTION 17
5 2bs5 &d4:
the main line

//

) AE
/;%A&x
% 7. A7
9K 7
|} mg?

%

The position obtained after the moves =
Tedc5214 Qc63 DI3ghd el KgT 5
£b5 &d4 is one of the most important
lines of the {4 Sicilian. But because of the
superior 4 KbS! Kp7 S Lxcbitis usuallv
arrived at via 2 §¢3 9cb 3 14 g6 4 HI3
Kg758b5SHDddor2 ... g63 D3I RgT4
4ic3 Bie6 5 fbs Hd4.

After the obvious 6 Qxd4 (game 64)
White has to play accurately even to
maintain equality. 6 ad is rather better
but still nothing special if Black defends
as accurately as he did in game 65.

29

White’s only try for the advantage is 6
0-0. Black can then choose between 6 ...
4xb5 (game 65) and 6 ... a6 (game 66)
both of which offer reasonable prospects,

Game 63
0 Dzindzhihashvili

Gori 1968
Tede52Dc3 De6314g64 N3 hg? 5
b5 0d4 6 Dxdded 7 De2 Wh6 8 £d3 |8
Rcd d6 9 d3 L6 100-00-0 11 Thle6 12
Kb3 %d7 was fine for Black in Padevski-
Benko, Siegen (Ol 1970] &f6! [More
natural than theory’s8 ... d6]9 a4 [1f 9 0-0
then 9 ... &xed! Relatively best is 9 ¢3 dc
10 dc 0-0] 0-0 10 a5 Wc7 11 0-0 eS! 12 fe
Wxe5 13 ¢3 Q\gd

Tal B

A
1/1/1%1
/ J %;4

_ 0
Cu_wimam
| Al W
ks ?/23” ”’@/8
B wwany

/’%

\

14 Zf4 dc 15 de We5+ 16 &hl @24 17

Hxf2 Wxi2 18 £14 d6 19 & xdé Fd8 20
KeT g4 21 Lxd$ Hxd8 22 We2 26523
D3 Wed 24 Red Lxp3 25 hg Hd2 26
Wad £d7 27 &xi7+ 6:1

Game 64

W. Watson W
London 1982
1ed c5214p63 03 Q74 &ye3 e S
b5 @d4 6 ad [The retrograde 6 2d3
gives a tempo down version of 6 §-0 a6 7
RKd3, also pretty poor for White.
Basman-Adorjan. London 1975 went 6 ...
d6 7 &yxd4 cd 8 De2 &6 9 0-0 0-0 103
e5! [lcded 1263 HeB 13 Hgd h5! witha

[J Hebden



dangerous initiative for Black] e6 7 e5 a6
8 fcd d5 9 ed Wxd6 10 d3 De7 11 Ded
el 12 ¢3 Dxf3+ 13 Wxi3 0-0 14 W2 b6
150-0 b7 16 Whd & (5 17 6+ R x(6 18

Wit Weo 19 Ef2 Had8 20 £.d2b5 21 ab.

ab 22 £b3 ¢4 23 L2 ed 24 2b3 Hrd6 25
Hel @ed 26 fxcd be 27 He5 Ha8 28 Hel
Has529 feld U530 Whd {631 Xal eS 32
fe fe 33 Hd2 ¥d5 34 h3 W7 35 Hh2 HaB
36 Hxa8+ £Lxa8 37 2h6 &h8 38 ¥ds-+
W8 39 We7 W7 40 Wd8+ We8 41 W7
W7 42 Wd6 Wes8 43 W7 WIT7 44 WHE+
We8 45 Wb6 Ld5 46 Hf2 Exf2 47 Wxi2
Wds8 48 Wa7 Wi6 49 Whs+ 2.8 50 Rel
Fp7 51 &pl h6 52 WeT+ L1753 hd WIS
54 Wd8 Sp8 55 WeT+ &17 56 Wd8 &p8
57 WeT+ 144

Game 65
0O Plaskett Schmidt W
Trnava 1984
led ¢52 1463 &3 Qp74 Hcd Dre6 5
Kb5 Ddd 6 0-0 Hxb5 T Hxb5 dé 8 d3
[Direct but not necessarily best. § a4 a6 9
Ded &16 10 Wel 0-0 is Hebden-Ftaénik,
Hastings 1983-84 when 11 a5! would
have given White a slight edge according
to Ftatnik] @16 [Lein-Shamkovich, New
York 1983 showed that 8 ... &h6 is
good alternative plan. Play cominucd
with 9 Zbl a6 10 ©c3 5 11 We2 0-0 12
£d2 £d7 13 e5 de 14 Hxed D7 with at
least equality for Black. 8 ...a69 &c3 b5
transposes  into  Bisguier-Feuerstein,
USA Ch 1972 in which White maintained
a slight advantage after 10 Wel Qb7 11
£d2ba 12 40d1 a5 13 BEbIIB...a69 &3
&6 brought a quick win for White in
Crawley-Large, London [984 after 10
Wel 0-0 11 {5 gf? 12 ¥hd b5 13 _‘i.ht’)
Sxh6 14 Wxhobd [5&gS5be 16 Ef3ch |
Hbl ©h8 18 Bel nd7 19 &xh7 &xh? 2()
Wg7 mate 1:0]9 e517 de 10 fe Dd5 11 Wel
0-0 12 Whd Wd7 13 &cd Hbd 14 Hed

30

Gyxe2 15 £h6 6 16 Hacl Gdd 17 fxg?
Hxg7 18 HxcS De6 19 Hed bo 20 ef+ ef
21 9d4 Dxdd 22 Hxi6 He2-+ 23 Hhil hé
24 Hed 2b725 Exe2 Wd6 26 Hefl Wxd3
27 BhS5+ B8 28 D6+ wgT 29 Hhs+
He8 30 &4 Wed 31 Wxh6 Had8 32 &gl
H16 33 ©h5 HI17 34 &p3 Weo 1:0 (time)

Game 66
0 Hebden Spraggett B
New York 1983
ledc5214p63 @3 Qeg74 8l Db
2b5 &dd 6 0-0 a6 [6 ... e67 Hxdd cd 8
He2 §)e79d30-0 10 fad d6 11 Shlab
12 £d2b513 2b3 &b7 14 a4 gave White
a slight edge in Short-Georgadze, Lvov
19841 7 Re2() {7 Rd3 d6 8 ©xdd cd 9
He2 HI6 10 Wel? (10 ¢33 0-0 11 W2 eS!
12 ¢3 d5' 13 ed ed4 was tremendous for
Black in Sulman-Gheorghiu, Atlanta
1980. In Plaskett-Ftaénik, Trnava 1984
White varied with 8 b3 £p4 9 Re2. But
Ftagnik claims an edge for Black with 9
L RXI310 £x43 e6and Gye7]d6 8ad e6 9
d3 §1e7 10 2d20-0 11 Hhl b6 12 SDxdded
13 Ha2 Gc6 14 b Lb7 15 Dixeé Rxed
16 a5 bS

//////;
//// I
;?/x//

E |

17 213 HeB 18 We2 Wd7 19 £bd Hfe8 20
Hael (521 ¥r2le22de £b723b3 $h824
Spd HIB 25 Wd2 Ei7 26 &a3 Hef8 27
el g5 28 15 e 29 ef £e5 30 £b2 h5 31
Lxh5 HxI5 32 Exf5 Wxi5 313 & xdd $h
34 fxeSde 35h3 ed 36 Wdd W6 37 Wxi6



Hxf6 38 HI1 g7 39 Exf6 Hxfe 40 Hi2
e3+ 41 Fxed Lxp2 42 Qp4 bd 43 Hd4
L1 44 &S Le5 45 Hxbd 1:0

SECTION 18 |
Miscellaneous Variations

This final section deals with an
assortment of lines which were difficult
to put in anywhere else.

In game 67 Black meets the b5 plan
with ... d6 and ... Kd7. White missed a
chance to inflict doubled pawns on move
6 but Black could have got to the same
positiorr with something like 1 e4 ¢5 2 4
d6 3 D3 Hic6 4 KbS Kd7 5 Dl g6 60-0
£d7 and avoided this possibility.

Game 68 shows a delayed ... ©¢c6 by
Black before which White played &b5+
and exchanged on d6. As with game 67
Black seems to be able to maintain
reasonable prospects with accurate play.

In game 69 Black prevents KbS
altogether with 3 ... a6. But White then
reverted to a Closed Sicilian where ... a6
is not the best idea for Black.

Finally game 70 shows an unusual-

possibility favoured by Romanishin.
Black managed to draw the ending but
only by the skin of his teeth,

Game 67

1 Miles

Surakarta 1982
led g6 214 2g73 @3 c54 DHed @eh 5
&b5 d6 6 0-0 [6 fxce+!] Ld7 7 d3 46
[ldeas based on ... %d4 seem playable.
Plaskett-Stohl, Trnava 1984 went 7 ..
M6 8 Wel (8 Lxc6 Lxc6 9 Wel'e6 10 15
Who 11 fe fe 12 e5 was about equal in
Smyslov-Polugaevsky, USSR Ch 1972)
Hdd 9 57 Hxb5 10 ef &xf6 11 DdS eb
12 5 g5 13 ¢4 §d4 14 HHixdd Lxda+ 15
Ked fe5 16 SxeS 0-0 with a mess which

Sutties M

31

0 Pa:d;:vsky

resolved itself in Black’s favour. Hort-de
Firmian, Oslo 1984 went 7 ... &d4 8
S xd7+ Wxd7 9 Ked &h6 10 Shi 511
Wd2 Hxf3 12 Ex{3 0-0 with a sound
position for Black.] 8 fxc6 & xcé 9 Wel
536 10 ad b6 11 Whd h6 [Very risky is 1]
.. 00 which transposes inte Hebden-
Britton, Ramsgate 1982, Play continued
12 5 b5 13 £h6 $h5 14 &xg? &xg? 15
ab ab 16 Hxa8 £xa8 17 Dxb5 Wb6 18
Wxe7 Wxb5 19 Hgs Wes 20 Deb+ Hgl
21 W8+ W {8 22 Gyxf8 & x(823 pd g7
24 Bal 1:0. There again not castling can
also have its drawbacks....] 12 £.d2 e6 13
Hael b5 14 ab ab 15 e5bd 16 &dl Hd717
Wxd8+ &xd8 18 ed & xi3 19 Exf3 Ea2 20
c3b321 cd Ldd+ 22 Le3e52315 He824
&1 gl 25 Bxf5 Heb 26 Exf7 HExd6 27
fel e8 28 Hf3 Hb6 29 fe3 &d7 30
L.xd4 ed 31 EIf7+ &eo 32 HeB Hal 33
el Hel 34 Hel He2 35 He2 Hgb 3623
e8 37 B2 Hel+ 38 $d2 Hal 39 EfY
&d7 40 He5 Hbl 41 Sed Od6 42 Di6+
&b 43 Heb Txbl4 44 el He2+ 45
V&hl l 0

Game 68

Browne B
Amsterdam 1972
1edce52 MDe3db3fdpbd H kg7 5
£b5+ 2d7 6 Lxd7+ Wxd7 7 0-0 Hcod 8
d3 &6 [8 ... e6 was plaved in Lukin-
Gutman, USSR 1974. White got an edge
with 9 Rel &6 10 h3 0-0 11 dd ¢d 12
Gixdd Hixdd 13 foxdd Web 14 Wd3 Zids
15 Badl d5 165 &3d7 17 Wed b5 18 Hd2
RB192419h30-0 10 Re3 b5 11 Wd2 bd
12 @e2 Eab8 1315¢d 14 Lhe b3 15 g hg
16 Sixg7 &xp7? 17 de be 18 Wxel Wh7 19
b3 &b 20 Wl Wxed 21 Dedd Wd3 22
Wel Eb7 23 Edl Wed 24 Wd2 Ebb§ 25
Hdel Wb726 WeS5e627 Whd Eh8 28 Weld
Wd7 29 DHgs e5 30 OIS+ 8 31 Hid
&e7 32 Hxf6 &xf6 33 Tfl+ &Hp7 34



Exf7+ Wxf7 35 Dxf7 &x(7 36 Wxg6+
eT 37 5+ &d7 38 Wxd6+ 1:0

Game 69

0 Hodgson

Brighton 1982
fedc52(4d63 Hf3a64g3 DI65d3g66
g2 2T 70-00-0(7...e57 8 fHic3 Hige?
9 £51 of 10 &gs he 11 Hx{7! &xf7 12
Whi+ &Hp8 13 ef gave White a strong
attack In Ruxton-Bagnall, corr. 1979.}
§ De3 Sie6 9 I3 Ddd 10 Led OHdT 11 gd
bS 12 Wd2 GOxf3+ 13 2xi3 b4 14 Odl
&b7 15 g5 15 16 pf ef 17 15 He5 18 Rl
He8 19 ¢4 He7 20 Shl gf 21 Exf5 Rc8 22
HIL 523 Qg5 We8 24 He3 hé 25 Lid fe
26 de Hcf7 27 &5 HHixed 28 Wel wxi5 29
ef @e5 30 wd5 wh7 31 @xf7 ¥Weot 32
&hl Hxf7 33 {6 Hi3+ 34 Hgld 2xf6 35
Hxf3 fhdt+ 36 &pd TpT+ 37 &rxhd Wxi3
38 Weld Wa8 39 WdI+ Hh8 40 Wxd6 Wed
41 HZdl 1.0

Game 70
[J Romanishin Portisch I
Tilburg 1979
ledc52Hc3d631dp6[3 .. &ico 4 HII
Lpd 5 b5 Wd7 6 h3 &x{3 7 Wxf3 a6 8

Axch Wxch 9 0-0 D6 10d3e6 11 a4 feT

Gurevich
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12 a5 0-0-0 was about even in Timoseev-
Dvoiris, RSFSR 1983] 4 d4 cd 5 Wxd4
&6 6 €5 &6 7 £b5 Hh5 [7 ... de 8§
Wxd8+ HxdB 9 fe 41eB 10 Le3 HHicT7 11 0-
0-0+ was very good for White in
Romanishin-Rashkovski, USSR Ch
1976] 8 Ke3 &pg7 9 Wdl de 10 Wxd8+
Hxd8 11 0-0-0+ Rd7 12 fe @xes 13 HidS
g7 14 HE3 £d6 15 Hhel &e6 16 Gyps
Gie5 17 &c3 16 18 dged fbd

19 Hxd7+ &Hxd7 20 Hdl &8 21 2h6 a6
22 fcd &xc3 23 Hixed He8 24 b3 e6 25
L xf8 Exf8 26 Lxe6 Hc7 27 d5 Hibg 28
Hixfe+ Fel 29 Hd5+ dxe6 I HxeT+
Hes 31 HdS B2 32 Hed &4 33 Hdl
Hico 34 wdl ded 35 Lel Hxe2 30 Hb3
He5 37 Dpd &f4 38 H12 Bbs 39 B+
gs 40 Bd3 VY



INDEX OF VARIATIONS

Variation page no.
ledc5214
Section 3 2..d5 3 ed Wxd5 4 ©c3 WdB += 2-3
4 .., Wd6 +=
Section 4 3. 5164 £b5+ £d7 co/=+ 4-5
4 ... ©bd7 co/=+ : 5
4 ¢4 oo/=+ 5
Section 5 3 &Hic3 dxed += 6-7
J..dd4d oo 7
Section 6 2..80f63d3+= 8
386 c3d54e5d4 & . 8
4 .. §fd7 += (transposition) 11
3..g600 ' 8

2 ... &b 3 3 Df6 4 d3 += (transposition)
4 D3 ds Se5dd +=
5 Hfd7 += (transposition) 11

5... Ded oo 9

Section 7 2.e63Df3d54ed= R 10
4 b5+ Bd7 += 10

4. Kd74= " 10-11

4 el D6 5 e5 Hid7 ‘ 11

Section 8 2..¢63 @f3dS 4 He3 Hich 5 xbS D6 += 12
5... Hel 6 We2 += 12

6 exd5 Hxds += 13

6 ... exd5 += 13-14

Section 9 2 ...e6 3 &3 Heb 4 Ab5 Dgel 50-0 a6 += 14-15
4 3 Hgel 5 dd += 15-16

4 ... §f6 += ‘ 16

Section 10 2 ... e6 3 §HI3 ab co/+= 17
3 We2 oo [7-18

3d3 oo 18

JeS oo 18
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Section 11

Section 12

Section 13

o

Section 14

—

Section 15

Section 16

Section 17

Section 18

Variation page no.

2..g63d4 g7 +=/0 19
3. ed+=/00 19

IO Lg7dp3ds= 19

2 ... g63 53 &2g74d3 and g3 +=/ (transposition) 20-21
4 d3 and Le2 (transposition) 21

286383 2g7 4 D3 De6 S5 Kedeb b ed5 = 22
6 {5 Qge? 7 fe de += 22

: 7..feoo 23

2. 63 &M3 £g7 4 e D6 5 Kod d6 6 0-0 Hf6 7 Wel oo 24
715 o0 25

2...g63 M3 &g7 4 &c3 De6 5 Ked d6 6 0-0 e6 T Wel 25
Ti5gf += 26
7...efoo 26-27

2 ... %c6 3 D3 ge 4 b5 KpT 5 Kxch L (transposition) 27-28

2.6 3 &3 fpT 4853 Heb 5 KbS Ddd 6 Hixdd =+ 29
6 fd3F 29

6ad = 29

6 00 Grxbs = 30

6 ... e6 += 30

6. a6 = 30

2..g63 D3 Lp74 He3 De6 S Ab5S A6 +F 31
4..d65 /bS+  += 31

2...d6 3 &3 a6 += : 32
3 ... &co 4 93 wpd += 2
3...g64ddcd 5 Wxdd += 32
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